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The Enemies Within 

The Enemies Within profiles 14 senators and 
more than 50 representatives and their ties to 
the Communist Party USA, Democratic Socialists 
of America, Workers World Party, Institute for 
Policy Studies, Council for a Livable World, and 
other radical anti-American organizations. (2016, aman 
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Agenda 2: 
Masters of Deceit — DVD 


Join Curtis Bowers as he heads out again to expose 
the “Masters of Deceit” and their purposeful, pre- 
meditated, treasonous attacks on our freedom. (2016, 
Documentary DVD, 87min, 1-4/$13.95ea; 5-9/$12.95ea; 
10+/$11.95ea) DVDA2MOD 
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Interviews with pharmaceutical insiders, doctors, politicians, and parents of vaccine-injured children reveal an alarming 
deception that has contributed to the skyrocketing increase of autism and potentially the most catastrophic epidemic of our 
lifetime. (2017, Documentary DVD, 91min, 1-4/$24.95ea; 5-9/$22.95ea; 10+/$19.95ea) DVDVXD 


Council on Foreign Relations 
Despite promises of “change;’ as uttered by Jimmy 
Carter, Ronald Reagan, and Barack Obama, suc- 
cessive presidential administrations have in com- 
mon the fact that important posts are staffed by 
individuals from the same small organizations 
who direct our nation’s policies. Now includes 
2016 CER list! (2016ed, 39pp, pb; 1-9/$2.95ea; 
10-24/$2.00ea; 25-49/$1.50ea; 50-99/$1.00ea; 
100+/$0.75ea) BKLTCFR 


The Shadows of Power 

Author James Perloff exposes the subver- 
sive roots and global designs of the Council 
on Foreign Relations (CFR). Passed off as a 
think-tank, this group is the “power behind 
the throne,’ with hundreds of top government 
officials drawn from its ranks. The book traces 
CER activity from the Wilson administration 
to the Reagan administration. (2015ed, 273pp, 
pb, 1-9/$10.95ea; 10-24/$9.00ea; 25-43/$7.50ea; 
44+/$6.95ea) BKSOP 
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Free Trade Agenda Pamphlets 

Every trade agreement or partnership seems to come with guarantees of 
more money from exports, more jobs, and the promise of U.S. sovereignty 
not being threatened. The reality is exactly the opposite. These five pam- 
phlets illustrate the deceptions. 


Does Trade Affect Our Security? PDTAS 
Trade Deals & Your Business? PTDAB 
Free Trade: Promises and Reality PFTPAR 
Not-So-Free TRADE PNSFT 


Isnt Free Trade Good for Everyone? (Updated) PFTGE 
(2013-2016, four-color, pamphlet, 1-99/$0.20ea; 100-499/$0.15ea; 
500+/$0.13ea) 


ShadowRing 

ShadowRing will set the record straight on the who, when, why, where, and 
how those assuming control over us have gotten away with their criminal 
deeds for so long. 

Cased DVD (2015, 137min, 1/$19.95; 2-5/$17.95ea; 6-10/$15.95ea; 
11+/$12.95ea) DVDSR 


How the Free Trade Agenda Affects You — Booklet 
Preserve our personal freedom and national independence by informing oth- 
ers about the history of free trade agreements, giving reasons for opposing 
two such agreements (the Trans-Pacific Partnership and Transatlantic Trade 
and Investment Partnership), and providing tools and an action plan. (2013, 
25pp, pb booklet, 1-9/$2.95ea; 10-24/$2.00ea; 25-49/$1.50ea; 50-99/$1.00ea; 
100-999/$0.75ea; 1,000+/$0.50ea) BKLTHFTAAY 


An Introduction to Trading Away Your Freedom — DVD 

JBS CEO Arthur R. Thompson, author of International Merger by Foreign Entanglements, 
offers an overview of the agenda behind the so-called free trade agreements. (2014, 
16min, 1-10/$1.00ea; 11-20/$0.90ea; 21-49/$0.80ea; 50-99/$0.75ea; 100-999/$0.70ea; 
1,000+/$0.64ea) DVDITAF 


International Merger by Foreign Entanglements 

John Birch Society CEO Arthur R. Thompson explores the true agenda behind the free 
trade agreements, pacts, and partnerships being considered by the U.S. Congress. Now 
includes new addendum. (2015ed, 260pp, 1-11/$9.95ea; 12-23/$7.50ea; 24-39/$5.50ea; 
40+/$4.95ea) BKIMFE15 


Death by China 

Since China began flooding U.S. markets with government-subsidized products in 2001, 
over 50,000 American factories have disappeared, more than 25 million Americans can't 
find a decent job, and America now owes more than three trillion dollars to China. This 
film tells how that happened. 

Cased DVD (2013, 78min, 1-4/$13.95ea; 5-9/$10.95ea; 10-14/$9.95ea; 15+/$8.95ea) 
DVDDBC 


How the Free Trade Agenda Is Knocking Down America 

This special report by THE NEw AMERICAN magazine explains how the deceptive free 
trade agenda is threatening our national independence, our personal freedoms, and our 
jobs. (September 2, 2013, 48pp, $.10ea;) TNA138982 


Secretly Trading Away Our Independence — Reprint 

President Obama is pushing two trade pacts that lead to economic and political integra- 
tion of the United States with the European Union and Pacific Rim nations. (2013, 8pp, 
$0.02ea) RPSTAOI 
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POLITICS 
Trump’s First 100 Days 


by Charles Scaliger — Before his term in office started, no one 
could say for certain what the tempestuous Donald Trump would 
actually do. To the surprise of many, he has begun keeping his 
promises. 


Is the Swamp Draining Trump? 

by Alex Newman — President Donald Trump began his term in 
office with a flurry of activity, keeping campaign promises. But in 
recent days he has reneged, backing globalists, war, and cronyism. 


SURVEILLANCE 

REAL ID Threatens a Free Society 

by Steve Byas — Despite assurances that the United States would 
not create a national ID, which would allow government to track 
Americans, it came in the form of “REAL ID.” 


HISTORY — PAST AND PERSPECTIVE 


“McCarthyism” — A Term 

That Libels a Dead Patriot 

by Steve Byas — While the term “McCarthyism” gets slung about 
as a damning label meaning, essentially, unjust persecution, Joseph 
McCarthy was correct in his claims and just in his actions. 
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Green Proselytizing 


The April 17 TNA cover story “Green 
Religion” describes the current takeover 
of religious faith by the globalists. Espe- 
cially shocking was the UN Ark of Hope, 
a mockery of the Ark of the Covenant. The 
Ark of Hope is a repository of environ- 
mentalist anti-God propaganda and plans 
for world control. 

The truth of this article cannot be over- 
stated. Young people today, who have less 
and less truth to hold on to, are taken in by 
the intense effort of the Left to overwhelm 
them with lies and misrepresentations. 

For example, consider the series of vid- 
eos dramatically narrated by prominent 
environmentalists and entertainers. Found 
on YouTube, these short videos, produced 
by Conservation International (CI), capti- 
vate young people with magnificent pho- 
tography and “spin” for the “movement.” 

A young impressionable friend e-mailed 
me a two-minute CI video with Julia Rob- 
erts, of Pretty Woman fame. I was hor- 
rified. She builds Green faith, using her 
words and incredibly beautiful sea, moun- 
tain, and desert scenes, including towering 
chunks of ice falling into the sea. I have 
added emphasis to the words, as she does 
on the video: 


Some call me Nature. Others call me 
Mother Nature. I’ve been here for 
over four and a half billion years... I 
don’t really need people, but people 
need me.... [have fed species greater 
than you and I have starved species 
greater than you. My oceans. My 
soil. My flowing streams. My for- 
ests. They all can take you. Or leave 
you.... Whether you regard me or 
disregard me, doesn’t really matter 
to me. One way or the other. Your 
actions will determine your fate. Not 
mine. I am Nature. I will go on. I am 
prepared to evolve. Are you? 


There are a number of these videos. Rob- 
erts’ video is titled Mother Nature. Na- 
ture Is Speaking. On YouTube alone, it 
now has been viewed by close to seven 
million people. Do they get the message 
that nature is more important than they 
are? What else could be understood by “I 
have starved species greater than you?” 
LAURETTE ELSBERRY 
Sacramento, California 


LETTERS TO THE EDITOR. 


Government 
Healthcare — Not 


The series of articles written by Kurt 
Williamsen regarding healthcare (March 
20 issue) addressed many points but did 
not mention the U.S. Constitution. 

The first thing people should do when 
the federal government acts upon some- 
thing is to look to the U.S. Constitution to 
determine if the action complies with or vi- 
olates the U.S. Constitution. Whenever the 
federal government acts upon something, it 
is regulating something. Regulating health- 
care is not an enumerated power expressly 
delegated to either the legislative branch in 
Article I or the executive branch in Article 
IL This means that regulating healthcare on 
the federal level is unconstitutional, and it is 
a power reserved to the states or to the peo- 
ple per Amendment X in the Bill of Rights, 
because it is not expressly delegated to the 
federal government. Bottom line, Obama- 
Care and the healthcare bill supported by 
President Trump are unconstitutional for 
the above reasons. Addressing the content 
of ObamaCare or the proposed version as 
a solution gives the misimpression such 
regulation is constitutional. 

Focusing on the content is merely walk- 
ing in the weeds. The people must take 
back that power by pressuring local and 
state officials to nullify any federal regula- 
tion of healthcare, and not participate in any 
such unconstitutional program. The people 
are not bound to comply with an unconsti- 
tutional act of government. The people are 
bound to uphold the U.S. Constitution by 
not complying. 


DANIEL HUNT 
Manchester, Connecticut 


Editors — The U.S. Constitution was 
mentioned, stating that “nothing in the 
Constitution allows the federal gov- 
ernment to be involved in any aspect of 
healthcare whatsoever,” and one article, 
“Free Market Healthcare Reform,” of- 
fers a way to eliminate government from 
healthcare — gradually and realistically. 


Send your letters to: THE NEw AMERICAN, P.O. 
Box 8040, Appleton, WI 54912. Or e-mail: 
editorial@thenewamerican.com. Due to vol- 
ume received, not all letters can be answered. 
Letters may be edited for space and clarity. 


UNITED WATIORS 


AND YOU 


Tee bom Feet memes 


UNITED NATIONS 


AMERICA 


~ NATIONS 


:UNITED 


welssout com 


rree d om From War TLE I 

Official policy of the United States, this alarming document reveals the plans of the 
American government to transfer its military forces to the United Nations. (State 
naga Document 1961, 1-99/$1.00ea; 100+/$0.50ea) BKLTFFW 


U.N 
Ina film that exposes the incompetence and corruption at the heart of the United 
Nations, filmmaker Ami Horowitz takes us on a harrowing, yet often hilarious, trip 
through the farcical world of the United Nations. (2012, 33min, cased DVD, 1-4/$14.95ea; 
5-9/$12.95ea; 10+/$11.95ea) DVDUNM 


Join with JBS to Get US. Out! of the United Nations by creating sufficient understanding 
among voters, business owners, and other community leaders to persuade Congress to 
approve the American Sovereignty Restoration Act, which would “end membership of 
the United States in the United Nations.” (2013, four-color trifold pamphlet, 1-99/$0.20ea; 
100-499/$0.15ea; 500-999/$0.13ea; 1,000+/$0.10ea) PUNAY 


World Federalism 101, by Rick Biondi and Alex Newman, explores the history of the 
World Federalist and Atlantic Union movements in the U.S. Congress and beyond, as well 
as exposing proponents of world government using their own words and deeds. (2014, pb, 
212pp, 1-4/$16.95ea; 5-9/$14.95ea; 10+/$13.95ea) BKWF181 

America and the United Nations 
This analysis of the United Nations traces its history from its forerunner, the League of 
Nations, to the present and compares the basic foundational documents of the UN with 


those of the United States with regard to the protection of human rights. (2013, 45pp, pb, 
1-9/$2.95ea; 10-24/$2.00ea; 25-49/$1.50ea; 50-99/$1.00ea; 100+/$.95ea) BKLTAAUN 


Our UN-American Military 

By placing soldiers in the service of the United Nations and joining NATO, 
which is a UN “regional arrangement,’ U.S. politicians have virtually 
ensured both more wars and no-win wars. So why did they do it? This eight- 
page reprint by John E McManus that originally appeared in the August 
22, 2016 issue of TNA explains. (2016, 8pp, 1-24/$0.50ea; 25-99/$0.40ea; 
se atid RPOUNAM 


the | d Nations 

Inside the United Nations isa abrief, readable introduction to the UN, and 
to the people who created it and support it. It goes beyond the public- 
relations campaign of the UN to examine the hard reality of the UN sys- 
tem — and its dangerous objectives. This version is footnoted, elevating 
the book from “conspiracy theory” to “conspiracy fact.” (2013ed, 135pp, 
pis Las ae, eee pheigoeea) BKIUN 
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Al Gore and ae Warriors Demand $15 Trillion to Save Earth 


Al Gore 


Former vice president and self-styled inventor of the Internet 
Al Gore, infamous primarily for his many debunked prophecies 
about global-warming doom, is demanding that humanity fork 
over another $15 trillion to supposedly save the planet from al- 


leged man-made “climate change.” In an April report produced 
by his new group of crony capitalists and tax-funded climate 
alarmists, dubbed the “Energy Transitions Commission” (ETC), 
Gore and his allies demand as much as $600 billion annually for 
decades to help meet the goals laid out in the collapsing United 
Nations pseudo-treaty on climate known as the Paris Agreement. 

The ETC, which despite its official-sounding name has no for- 


mal ties to government, is backed by and made up of investors, 
Big Oil bosses, energy companies, fringe “climate” activists, 
megabanks, UN bureaucrats, Chinese Communists, academics, 
and other self-interested cronies. In short, it is an alliance hoping 
to profit from the imploding “climate” scare by putting a global 
government-mandated “price” on emissions of carbon dioxide. 

Gore’s newest cabal claims that humanity must slash its emis- 
sions of CO, by almost 50 percent over the next two decades. 
By the second half of the century, they want humans to produce 
“zero net emissions,” the report said. Another key element of 
the agenda is what the ETC report touts as “carbon pricing,” 
described in the report as “an explicit, predictably rising, forward 
price curve for carbon, resulting from policy.” Such a price would 
increase the price consumers pay for just about everything — 
from electricity and gasoline to groceries and household goods. 

Concerned Americans from across the political spectrum must 
continue to expose the warming hoax and the totalitarian “solu- 
tions” that would crush liberty, national sovereignty, and eco- 
nomic prosperity. President Trump has already taken some major 
steps in that direction with his recent executive order dismantling 
much of Obama’s “climate” regime, but until he “cancels” the 
illegal UN Paris Agreement and reverses the absurd EPA finding 
that CO, is “pollution,” the threat remains. Americans can help 
neutralize it by educating themselves and their elected represen- 
tatives on these key issues. 


Democrats Seek to Outlaw “Conversion” 


As the Washington Post reported on April 27, “Democratic law- 
makers this week introduced a bill that would ban the practice of 
‘conversion therapy,’ treatments that historically have targeted 
the LGBT community and claim to be able to change a person’s 
sexual orientation or gender identity.” 

The propaganda is in the very first sentence. The individu- 
als in question aren’t “targeted” any more than cardiac patients 
are targeted with healthful diets; it’s not coercive. People make 
a choice to undergo such therapy and try to change their lives. 
The Post means to obscure the fact that these politicians aim to 
remove a freedom. 

The Post continues, “The Therapeutic Fraud Prevention Act 
of 2017 was introduced [April 25] by Rep. Ted Lieu (D-Calif.), 
along with Sens. Patty Murray (D-Wash.) and Cory Booker (D- 
N.J.). About 70 other members of Congress, all Democrats, have 
said they support the bill, which would allow the Federal Trade 
Commission to classify conversion therapy and its practitioners 
as fraudulent.” 

Five states have already taken this step: California, New Jer- 
sey, Oregon, Illinois, and Vermont. New York doesn’t have a ban 
but, the Post informs, “effectively prohibits conversion therapy 
through administrative regulations.” 

Note that all this is occurring while children as young as four 
are being encouraged to be “transgender.” As American Thinker 
noted on April 28, “Liberals are perfectly happy if boys decide 


OS 


to be girls or boys decide to become homosexual. But they are 
definitely not happy with boys, or girls, who decide they don’t 
like being homosexual and want help becoming normal again.” 

The Post devotes a lot of ink to talking about how homosexual- 
ity used to be considered a mental disorder and cites some crazy 
methods social scientists once used to remedy it. The paper ne- 
glects to mention that homosexuality was declassified as a disor- 
der in 1973 only for political reasons, not scientific ones. 

So who knows what type of inclinations therapists will be for- 
bidden to cure in 20 years? In the meantime, if your son wants to 
don a dress and enter the girls’ bathroom, he can knock himself out. 
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Latest GDP Report: The Good News and the Bad News 


The April 28 report from the Bureau of Economic Analysis 
(BEA) was so filled with disclaimers that one will have to wait 
another month to get a true picture of how the economy is per- 
forming under President Trump. In the meantime, said the BEA, 
real (inflation-adjusted) gross domestic product (GDP) increased 
at an annual rate of 0.7 percent in the first quarter of 2017. 

Economists expected a 1.0 percent gain, but the report from 
May is likely to be closer to 0.5 percent. That would make it 11 
straight years when the economy has failed to produce 3.0 per- 
cent growth in its economic output. That’s the bad news. 

The good news is that the bad news will likely be revised 
higher in May. Part of the weakness in the first quarter was due 
to cuts in federal and state government spending. Part was due to 
the warm weather reducing energy demands for gasoline, home 
heating oil and gas, and winter clothes. Part is that inventory 
builds by retailers slacked off following an enormous increase 
in the final quarter of last year. 

The consumer is in pretty good shape, and getting better. 
Strong stock market gains, an improving labor market, gradually 
rising real wages, and Trump optimism all will likely show up 
in improved economic activity in the second and third quarters. 

New oil rigs are being built, while those that were idled dur- 
ing the last two years are being restarted. New homes are being 


built to meet unexpectedly high demand. According to the BEA, 
“fixed business investment” such as this increased more than 10 
percent in the first quarter, far ahead of where it has been over the 
past several years. There is always a lag between such investment 
and final economic output. 

The last time there was an extended period of 3.0 percent 
growth was the seven years under President Ronald Reagan 
(1983 through 1989), whose “Reaganomics” looked very much 
like “Trumponomics”: tax cuts, cuts in government red tape, and 
increased employment, resulting in a rising stock market. 


UN: Repealing ObhamaCare Violates “International Law” 


Dainius 
Puras 


The United Nations has warned the Trump administration in a let- 
ter dated February 2 that repealing the unconstitutional Obama- 
Care takeover of health insurance may violate what the UN likes 
to call “international law.” 

The letter in question was sent to the U.S. government mission 
to the UN in Geneva by Dainius Puras, the UN “Special Rap- 
porteur on the right of everyone to the enjoyment of the highest 
attainable standard of physical and mental health.” In the letter, 


Puras, a Lithuanian psychiatrist, warns of his “serious concerns” 
about efforts to repeal ObamaCare. Among other UN instruments 
he describes falsely as “international law,” Puras points to Ar- 
ticle 25 of the UN “human rights” declaration, which purports 
to mandate government healthcare. “Everyone has the right to 
a standard of living adequate for the health and well-being of 
himself and of his family, including food, clothing, housing and 
medical care and necessary social services.” 

Puras claimed not only the authority to meddle, but the duty 
to do so. “It is my responsibility, under the mandates provided 
me by the Human Rights Council, to seek to clarify all cases 
brought to my attention,” he wrote, demanding that the letter be 
shared with congressional leaders and other U.S. officials. He 
also demanded more information from the Trump administration, 
including what policies might be put in place after ObamaCare is 
repealed, so he could see whether they conform to “international 
law.” Puras demanded that Trump officials take “all necessary 
interim measures to prevent the alleged violations” and to “en- 
sure adequate measure to prevent their occurrence as well as to 
guarantee the accountability of any person responsible of the al- 
leged violations.” 

A better course of action would be to have the U.S. govern- 
ment withdraw from the UN entirely in an “Amexit.” Already, 
legislation to do that, the American Sovereignty Restoration Act 
(H.R. 193), is sitting in the House Foreign Affairs Committee of 
Congress awaiting action. 
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Hawaiians Bristle at Attorney General’s Comment 

“T am really amazed that a judge sitting on an island in the Pacific can 
issue an order that stops the president of the United States from what ap- 
pears to be clearly his statutory and constitutional power.” 

The judge had ruled against the Trump administration’s ban on travel from 
portions of the Muslim world. And Attorney General Jeff Sessions angered 
Hawaiians because of the way he described our nation’s 5Oth state. 


Bill O’Reilly Loses His Coveted Perch 

“Whatever your ideological outlook, don’t cry for Bill O’Reilly. He’s 
always thought of himself as a national example. And now he truly is, 
though not in the way he intended.” 

After the popular Fox News television star agreed to step away in the wake of sexual harassment 
charges, Boston Globe columnist Scot Lehigh issued a comment seconded by many. 
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Utah Congressman Won’t Seek Reelection 

“T have long advocated public service should be for a limited time and 
not a lifetime or full career. After more than 1,500 nights away from my 
home, it is time.” 

First elected in 2008, Congressman Jason Chaffetz (R-Utah) surprised 
many with his announcement that he will step aside. He did not rule out a 
future seeking some other office such as the governorship of his home state. 


ISIS Attack in Egypt Killed 45 Christians but Has Hidden Goals 
“There’s a significant propaganda factor to this. ISIS wants to show that 
it can attack one of the Arab world’s most populous countries.” 

Moktar Awad, a militancy expert at George Washington University, could 
have added that ISIS wants to weaken the nation’s leader, Abdel Fatah el-Sisi, and create an increase in 
the nation’s growing sectarian conflict between Muslims and Christians. 
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Trump Nomination Disappoints His Supporters 

“Tt would be nice, considering how important the immigration issue has been to Trump, to have gotten 
an economist to this position who was at least not a booster for higher immigration.” 

Anti-illegal immigration activist Mark Krikorian of the Center for Immigration Studies wasn’t happy 
about President Trump’s nomination of pro-immigration Kevin Hassert to lead the Council of Economic 
Advisers. 


Former U.S. Ambassador to NATO Pleased With Trump Reversal 

“Nothing has changed at NATO in the last 80 days. It’s gratifying to see the president affirming that 
NATO is no longer ‘obsolete.’ It never was.” 

Appointed U.S. ambassador to NATO by President Obama, Ivo Daalder disagreed with President 
Trump’s initial — but now abandoned — claim that NATO is “obsolete.” 


National Teacher of the Year Discusses Her Success 
“You get these students who don’t know that learning is fun ... and then, all of a sudden, you find some- 
thing they’re passionate about and it’s like their entire world lights up.” 
Sydney Chaffee, a humanities teacher at the Dorchester, Massachusetts, 
Codman Academy Charter School, teaches ninth-graders. 


President Reverses His Position on Export-Import Bank 
“Actually, it’s a very good thing. And it actually makes money; it could 
make a lot of money.” 
During the 2016 campaign, Donald Trump denounced the Ex-Im Bank, 
which lends money to American exporters. On April 12, 2017, he ex- 
pressed a completely different attitude while being interviewed by a Wall 
Street Journal reporter. 

— COMPILED BY JOHN F. MCMANus 
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me TRUMP’S 


Before his term in office started, no one could say for certain what the tempestuous Donald 
Trump would actually do. To the surprise of many, he has begun keeping his promises. 


by Charles Scaliger 


ithin hours of his electoral vic- 
tory on November 8, President- 
elect Donald Trump’s many 


bitter enemies in the politics and the es- 
tablishment media were vowing to destroy 
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his presidency before it ever got off the 
ground. Determined to deny Trump the 
usual “honeymoon period” traditionally 
accorded to new presidents of both par- 
ties, opponents of the brash businessman- 
turned-politician, including the many ser- 
vile admirers of his electoral rival, Hillary 


Clinton, launched a vicious campaign to 
delegitimize the new president and his 
“deplorable” supporters. Angry mobs at- 
tacked Trump supporters, and hysterical 
leftists in the media concocted conspiracy 
theories of Russian complicity. Typical of 
the unreasoned venom leveled at Trump 
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and his support base was a Tweet from 
liberal journalist Keith Olbermann, who 
Tweeted on December 15, “You treacher- 
ous Russian whore @realDonaldTrump 
the White House and all of us have been 
after you for this for months. And we will 
get you.” 

Never in modern American history has 
the losing side of a presidential election 
been so determined from the get-go to de- 
stroy an elected president. Every scintilla 
of Trump’s agenda so far, including his 
every nominee to every Cabinet position, 
has been bitterly opposed by the Schumer- 
led Democrats in the Senate. Every word 
uttered, Tweeted, or written by President 
Trump has been parsed by his enemies and 
set forth as evidence of his utter incom- 
petence to occupy the Oval Office. Even 
his wife and children have been mocked 
and derided by the liberal Washington es- 
tablishment. Efforts to impeach President 
Trump are already under way, although 
they are not likely to get much traction in 
a Republican-dominated Congress. 

For his part, President Trump, by ignor- 
ing the conventions of Delphic political 
discourse, has given his enemies plenty of 
rhetorical fodder. But looking beyond the 
wild rhetoric and the blizzard of baseless 
accusations that have disfigured one of 
the most tumultuous 100 days ever to kick 
off a U.S. presidential administration, it’s 
time to take sober-minded stock of Donald 
Trump’s presidency. 


Promises Kept 

From the standpoint of conservatives and 
supporters of limited constitutional gov- 
ernment, the first few days of the new 
Trump administration were heady times 
indeed. In his inaugural address, Trump 
put Washington elites on notice that the 
people were once again in charge of the 
federal government, not special inter- 
ests, and promised “a new vision,” as- 
suring the electorate that “from this mo- 
ment on, it’s going to be America first.” 
As Trump is doubtless aware, the slogan 
“America First,” a mainstay of his un- 
conventional campaign, has not been ut- 
tered by a serious presidential candidate 
since before World War II. The “America 
First” movement, led by the likes of hero 
aviator Charles Lindbergh, sought to keep 
America out of World War II, and, had it 
survived, would doubtless have opposed 
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Typical of the unreasoned venom leveled at Trump and 
his Support base was a Tweet from liberal journalist 
Keith Olbermann, who Tweeted on December 15, “You 
treacherous Russian whore @realDonaldTrump the 
White House and all of us have been after you for this 
for months. And we will get you.” 


American membership in the United Na- 
tions. But after the Pearl Harbor attack, the 
America First movement fell apart, and 
the slogan has been anathema to interna- 
tionalist elites ever since. 

True to his campaign promises, Trump 
immediately set pen to paper on his first 
day in office, directing federal agencies 
to “take all actions consistent with law 
to minimize the unwarranted economic 
and regulatory burdens of the [Affordable 
Care] Act, and prepare to afford the States 
more flexibility and control to create a 
more free and open healthcare market.” 
Although Congress has yet to put forth 
legislation in support of Trump’s prom- 
ise to repeal and replace ObamaCare, the 
president has exercised such executive 
authority as he possesses to limit further 
damage inflicted by this atrocious entitle- 
ment program on the American economy 
and body politic. 


On the fourth day of his presidency, 
Trump reinstated the “Mexico City poli- 
cy,” which bans federal money from being 
given to foreign nongovernmental organi- 
zations (NGOs) that support or perform 
abortions. And in a move that cheered 
small-government advocates everywhere, 
Trump ordered a hiring freeze across the 
board in the executive branch. 

That same day, President Trump kept 
another campaign promise by withdraw- 
ing the United States from the TPP (Trans- 
Pacific Partnership), a NAFTA-like inter- 
national trade regime designed to further 
erode American economic sovereignty by 
subjecting our country to another regional 
trade authority encompassing nations 
around the Pacific Rim. 

Nor is the TPP the only international 
agreement in President Trump’s sights. 
On the campaign trail, Candidate Trump 
was a harsh critic of the 1995 NAFTA 
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i 
Thumbs up: Vice President Mike Pence at the January 27 March for Life in Washington. The 


Trump administration has been strongly supportive of the right to life, and Pence’s appearance at 
the march was the first time a sitting VP addressed the annual event. Pence is also the highest- 
ranking government official ever to appear at the march. 
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The day after withdrawing the United States from the 
TPP, President Trump revived the moribund Keystone 


XL international pipeline project designed to transport 
volumes of Canadian crude oil from the tar sands of 
northern Alberta to refineries on the Gulf Coast. 


agreement, which he vowed to renegoti- 
ate to secure more favorable terms for 
the United States. But more recently, 
President Trump — to the dismay of the 
internationalist elites — appears to have 
hardened his position, and is now talk- 
ing seriously about taking a page out of 
Brexit and withdrawing altogether from 
the sovereignty-sapping organization. Ac- 
cording to a new article at Politico.com, 
Trump is now considering issuing an exec- 
utive order invoking NAFTA’s withdraw- 
al mechanism. “The executive order [to 
withdraw from NAFTA] was submitted 
this week to the staff secretary for the final 
stages of review,” reported Politico.com. 
“The draft executive order could be a 
hardball negotiating tactic designed to 
bring Mexico and Canada to the table to 
renegotiate NAFTA. But once Trump sets 
the withdrawal process in motion,” Politi- 


— : as 


Travel ban: President Trump’s temporary t 


- iy 1 
ravel bans, which would have barred people such 


co.com fretted, “the prospects for the U.S. 
pulling out of one of the largest trade deals 
on the globe become very real.” 

As of this writing, the Trump admin- 
istration has announced its intent to re- 
negotiate NAFTA with both Canada and 
Mexico, with President Trump express- 
ing optimism that both countries will be 
willing to hammer out a new agreement. 
He then announced that, after talking 
with both Canadian Prime Minister Jus- 
tin Trudeau and Mexican President Pefia 
Nieto, both of whom had urged him to 
keep America in the pact, he had agreed to 
renegotiate the pact to get a better deal for 
American workers. Given that the Trump 
administration recently slapped a tariff on 
Canadian softwood lumber, however, our 
neighbors to the north may be in a less- 
than-conciliatory mood. Stay tuned. 

The day after withdrawing the United 


e- 


as this Iraqi family from entering the United States for 120 days, have been a source of major 
controversy and have been overruled by the courts. 
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States from the TPP, President Trump 
revived the moribund Keystone XL in- 
ternational pipeline project designed to 
transport volumes of Canadian crude oil 
from the tar sands of northern Alberta to 
refineries on the Gulf Coast. This project, 
long promoted by Canada and pro-busi- 
ness interests in the United States, would 
greatly enhance American access to oil 
produced by our neighbor, ally, friend, 
and largest trading partner, Canada, and 
reduce our dependence on oil from the 
volatile and increasingly anti-American 
Middle East (as well as from increasingly 
unstable regimes elsewhere, such as Ven- 
ezuela and Nigeria). 


Securing the Borders 
On the sixth day of his administration, 
President Trump turned his attention to an- 
other of his most conspicuous and contro- 
versial campaign promises, that he would 
take steps to end illegal immigration by 
building a wall on the border with Mexico, 
impose a moratorium on immigration from 
areas of the world known to be sources of 
terrorist ferment, and end the practice of 
shielding illegal immigrants from federal 
law enforcement by “sanctuary cities.” All 
of these agenda items, we should note, lie 
well within the president’s constitutional 
and legal executive prerogative to defend 
the borders of the United States. Accord- 
ingly, on Wednesday, January 25, Presi- 
dent Trump issued an order directing the 
executive branch to “immediately plan, 
design, and construct a physical wall 
along the southern border” and terminat- 
ing the Obama administration’s “catch 
and release” policy for illegal immigrants 
apprehended by federal agents. In a sepa- 
rate executive order issued the same day, 
Trump ordered federal grants to be with- 
held from cities and states that refuse to 
enforce U.S. immigration law, including 
especially “sanctuary cities” that openly 
defy federal agents in affording sanctuary 
to illegal immigrants — including some 
immigrants with serious criminal records. 
Two days later, Trump issued an execu- 
tive order (13769) suspending the entry 
of foreign nationals into the United States 
from seven “countries of particular con- 
cern”: Iran, Iraq, Somalia, Libya, Sudan, 
Yemen, and Syria. For the first six coun- 
tries, the suspension was to be in effect for 
90 days, but for Syria, the suspension was 
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Supremely qualified: President Trump with Neil Gorsuch, America’s newest Supreme Court 
justice. All but Trump’s most determined enemies agree that Gorsuch is enormously qualified to 
serve on the court. Gorsuch will likely plow the same originalist furrow as Antonin Scalia. 


to last indefinitely. Furthermore, the order 
suspended for 120 days the U.S. Refugee 
Admissions Program. According to the 
text of the order: 


Numerous foreign-born individuals 
have been convicted or implicated in 
terrorism-related crimes since Sep- 
tember 11, 2001, including foreign 
nationals who entered the United 
States after receiving visitor, student, 
or employment visas, or who entered 
through the United States refugee 
resettlement program. Deteriorating 
conditions in certain countries due to 
war, strife, disaster, and civil unrest 
increase the likelihood that terror- 
ists will use any means possible to 
enter the United States.... In order to 
protect Americans, the United States 
must ensure that those admitted to 
this country do not bear hostile at- 
titudes toward it and its founding 
principles. The United States cannot, 
and should not, admit those who do 
not support the Constitution, or those 
who would place violent ideologies 
over American law. 


Unfortunately, the Trump administration 
has met with stiff institutional resistance 
to all of his immigration-control policies. 
This has come about especially courtesy 
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of a federal judiciary now dominated by 
radical leftist judges determined to perpet- 
uate the American Left’s long and shame- 
ful legacy of encouraging porous borders. 
For decades, waves of illegal immigrants 
have swollen the rolls of government wel- 
fare dependents — and the reliably Demo- 
cratic Hispanic voter bloc. 

Having failed to defeat Trump’s popu- 
list movement at the polls, the ostensibly 
pro-democracy Left has now rolled out 
a decidedly non-democratic strategy for 
opposing key aspects of Trump’s agenda, 
both of which have been deployed against 
the president’s new immigration poli- 
cies: 1) Dispatch obstreperous and often 
violent mobs to harass and intimidate 
Trump supporters and even government 
officials attempting to implement policies 
they oppose, and 2) initiate lawsuits in the 
jurisdictions of dependably radical left- 
ist judges such as those who make up the 
far West’s infamous Ninth Circuit Court 
of Appeals. When President Trump’s 
moratorium on immigrants from certain 
countries was rolled out, furious mobs de- 
scended on major international airports to 
harass officials and disrupt business in any 
way possible, frothing at the mouth about 
“equal rights” and “discrimination” — 
as if these constitutional issues have any 
bearing whatsoever on non-citizens of the 
United States seeking entry from abroad. 


The actions of these mobocrats attracted 
enormous attention in the decidedly anti- 
Trump establishment media, who did their 
part in trying to portray the curtailment 
of immigration from areas such as Syria 
and Yemen as affronts to America’s long 
tradition of compassion for refugees and 
solicitude for human rights. 

On January 30, just three days after 
Executive Order 13769 was issued, the 
state of Washington filed suit against the 
Trump administration and requested a 
restraining order. On February 3, a lib- 
eral Washington judge, James L. Ro- 
bart, granted the order, prohibiting the 
Trump administration from enforcing the 
order nationwide — to the jubilation of 
Trump’s enemies. Undeterred, the Trump 
administration then requested an emer- 
gency stay of the order pending appeal, 
but only six days later, the Ninth Circuit 
Court of Appeals upheld the judge’s 
order by a unanimous vote. 

The Trump administration then issued 
a revised executive order (13780) that ap- 
peared to address the judge’s shaky reserva- 
tions about the original order. The revised 
order, issued on March 6, explicitly revoked 
and replaced 13769. But within a few days, 
another judge, Derrick Watson of Hawaii, 
issued another temporary restraining order 
preventing the Trump administration from 
enforcing the key provisions of 13780. This 
time, judicial reasoning was even more tor- 
tured, opining that the order was probably 
motivated by anti-Muslim sentiment, and 
therefore violated the Establishment Clause 
of the First Amendment. Watson, it is worth 
noting, is an Obama appointment to the fed- 
eral bench with an extensive legal résumé 
of involvement in celebrated leftist causes. 
As a young lawyer, for example, Watson 
worked extensively on cases involving en- 
vironmental cost recovery and product li- 
ability litigation, both causes near and dear 
to the Left. 

More recently, Trump has seen a re- 
straining order suspending his attempt to 
withhold federal funding from sanctuary 
cities. In other words, the liberal courts, 
desperate to stop President Trump’s agen- 
da, have somehow found legal grounds 
to justify the continued flow of federal 
taxpayer dollars (mostly allocated to un- 
constitutional programs to start with) to 
municipalities that are in open defiance of 
federal immigration laws. 
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Such is the enormous power of a federal 
judiciary now dominated by liberal judges 
who are almost impossible to dislodge, 
given the lack of political will on Capitol 
Hill to stand up to the judicial branch via 
impeachment or limiting the appellate ju- 
risdiction of the federal courts. In all like- 
lihood, President Trump will be unable to 
implement any meaningful immigration 
reforms until the above-mentioned cases 
find their way to the Supreme Court — 
and even there, if Chief Justice Roberts’ 
past unreliability on conservative issues 
such as ObamaCare is any guide, there 
are no guarantees that the court will see 
things Trump’s way. Nevertheless, the rate 
of illegal immigration has dropped sharp- 
ly since Trump took office, a testament to 
more aggressive border control under the 
new administration, and especially the end 
of the previous administration’s “catch 
and release” of illegals. 


Social Issues 

Donald Trump has generally been known 
as a successful and decidedly secular 
businessman, so his interest in economic 
and trade issues is very much in keep- 
ing with his hard-nosed public persona. 
Far less appreciated or even understood 
are Trump’s views on moral and social 
issues. Trump is known to have changed 
his opinion over the years on matters 
such as abortion and gun control, and his 
current neutral to mildly favorable posi- 
tion on same-sex “marriage” is unlikely 
to make him friends among social con- 
servatives and the Religious Right. But 
Candidate Trump has expressed strong 
opposition to abortion on demand and to 
infringements on rights protected by the 
Second Amendment, and during his ten- 
ure in office so far, he has stayed true to 
those beliefs. One of President Trump’s 
very first acts as chief executive, insti- 
tuted on the fourth day of his presidency, 
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Qutgunned no longer: President Trump addressed the annual convention of the newly energized 
NRA on April 28 in Atlanta. He became the first sitting president since Ronald Reagan to address the 
event, and pledged to champion Second Amendment-protected rights. Gun-rights advocates would 
appear to have a firm ally in Trump, who is unlike most previous presidents in living memory. 


was the reinstatement of the “Mexico 
City policy,” which bars federal money 
from going to nongovernmental organi- 
zations that perform or in any way pro- 
mote abortion. Historically, this policy 
has been an easy way for professedly pro- 
life presidents such as George W. Bush 
to establish their bona fides without ex- 
pending serious political capital. But the 
policy was suspended by Barack Obama, 
probably the most pro-abortion president 
ever to disfigure the Oval Office. 

To the delight (and possibly surprise) 
of many socially conservative Repub- 
licans, who found Candidate Trump’s 
occasionally vulgar conduct off-putting 
and threw their support behind the likes 
of Ted Cruz and Rand Paul, President 
Trump has shown every sign of continu- 
ing his support of the pro-life movement. 
President Trump not only sent a support- 
ive Tweet to the January 27 March for 
Life in Washington, he also did some- 
thing unprecedented, sending strongly 


Trump is known to have changed his opinion over the 
years on matters such as abortion and gun control, 
and his current neutral to mildly favorable position on 
same-sex “marriage” is unlikely to make him friends 
among social conservatives and the Religious Right. 
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pro-life Vice President Mike Pence to ad- 
dress the march in person. Pence was the 
highest-ranking government official ever 
to address the annual event. On April 13, 
with little media fanfare, President Trump 
signed into law a bill allowing states to 
withhold federal money from groups that 
perform abortions, including Planned 
Parenthood, the odious purveyor of abor- 
tion on demand whose brazen leaders 
have been frequent fixtures on the nation- 
al talk-show circuit over the past couple 
of years. Planned Parenthood, it is now 
widely known, aggressively markets and 
encourages abortion among its vulnera- 
ble clients because it is so profitable, and 
even sells organs from aborted fetuses. 
Understandably, calls to defund Planned 
Parenthood have reached a deafening cre- 
scendo — but so has the stridency of the 
soulless defenders of this vile chain of 
abortuaries. The April 13 bill, approved 
in the Senate thanks to the tie-breaking 
vote of Vice President Pence, reversed 
another major pro-abortion Obama-era 
regulation that prohibited states from 
withholding federal money from abortion 
providers. The tepid argument in defense 
of this indefensible policy was that such 
organizations (including Planned Parent- 
hood) also provide a range of other im- 
portant medical services that violate no 
social, moral, or religious sensibilities. 
In point of fact, there is no constitution- 
al justification for federal monies to be 
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used for any medical services, but that is 
a point few on either side of the debate 
are comfortable acknowledging. For the 
Left, of course, the signing of the April 
13 measure was nothing less than a sign 
of the pro-life apocalypse. Said Dawn 
Laguens, executive vice president of 
Planned Parenthood, “[Women’s] worst 
fears are now coming true. We are fac- 
ing the worst political attack on women’s 
health in a generation as lawmakers have 
spent the past three months trading away 
women’s health and rights at every turn.” 

On another recently opened front in 
America’s seemingly unending “cul- 
ture war,” President Trump on February 
22 rescinded an Obama administration 
guideline stipulating that public schools 
should make locker rooms and bathrooms 
available to transgender students’ gender 
of choice. The policy, which in effect 
encouraged schools to allow students to 
mingle with those of the opposite sex in 
the intimacy of restrooms and showers, 
if they self-identified as the opposite sex, 
was widely reviled by conservatives as but 
the latest outrage in the cultural Marxists’ 
fanatical quest to eradicate every last ves- 
tige of Christian morality and decency in 
the commons. 

As promised, President Donald Trump 
lost little time nominating a candidate to 
fill the longstanding vacancy on the Su- 
preme Court created by the unexpected 
death of Justice Antonin Scalia last year. 
Justice Scalia, second only to Clarence 
Thomas in constitutional fealty, had long 
been the Supreme Court’s designated 
defender of original intent, paladin of 
the people against the many extraconsti- 
tutional excesses of the modern federal 
government. It was Scalia, for example, 
who wrote the majority opinion in Dis- 
trict of Columbia v. Heller, the landmark 
2008 case that made legally explicit, for 
the first time, that the Second Amendment 
does protect an individual right to keep 
and bear arms. Though needlessly prolix 
and full of loopholes (such as the potential 
exclusion of military-style firearms from 
protection), Heller has led since its adju- 
dication to the weakening of anti-gun laws 
in a number of jurisdictions, including no- 
toriously anti-gun Chicago. 

Both the Left and Right were taken by 
surprise by the death of Antonin Scalia, 
and then-President Obama lost no time 
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nominating a lukewarm leftist, Merrick 
Garland, to replace him. To the fury of 
the Left and Washington Democrats, the 
GOP, who controlled the Senate, refused 
to consider his nomination, since it fell in 
an election year. Obama’s term in office 
ended without a replacement for Scalia on 
the bench. 

President-elect Donald Trump pledged 
to nominate a replacement who would be 
similar to Scalia and ensure that the Su- 
preme Court would remain tilted in favor 
of the Right. Trump’s eventual nominee, 
announced only 12 days into the Trump 
presidency on January 31, was Neil 
Gorsuch, an apparent conservative and 
strongly originalist appellate jurist from 
the 10th Circuit Court of Appeals. Gor- 
such appears to be an ideological clone of 
Scalia — except for being far more criti- 
cal than Scalia of the “Chevron doctrine,” 
the notion that courts should defer to fed- 
eral regulatory agencies in the interpreta- 
tion of law and the issuance of regula- 
tions. Gorsuch has criticized the Chevron 
doctrine severely, pointing out that it has 
encouraged the creation of an entire body 
of non-legislative laws — federal regula- 
tions — that have served to concentrate 
“federal power in a way that seems more 
than a little difficult to square with the 
Constitution of the framers’ design.” 

The Gorsuch nomination drew broad 


praise from many quarters on the Right, 
including senators Ted Cruz and Mike 
Lee. It also drew instant vilification and 
vituperation from the Left. Enraged at this 
attempt to “steal” a Supreme Court seat, 
nearly all Democratic senators vowed 
to oppose Gorsuch on ideological rather 
than qualificatory grounds, in keeping 
with partisan precedent set 30 years ago 
by Democrats during the Robert Bork 
Supreme Court nomination. No rational 
human being could deny Gorsuch’s fit- 
ness for the position; the American Bar 
Association, hardly an echo chamber of 
the political Right, gave Gorsuch its high- 
est rating, “Well Qualified,” in assessing 
his fitness to serve as Associate Justice on 
the Supreme Court. 

But in the end, Senate Republicans, 
faced with irrational, nearly unanimous 
opposition by the Democrats, invoked the 
“nuclear option,” a procedural recourse 
eliminating the ability of minority Demo- 
crats to filibuster the Gorsuch nomination. 
Gorsuch was confirmed by a Senate vote 
on April 7 and took his oath of office three 
days later. It is to be hoped that his will 
be as consequential a vote on the side of 
the Constitution and limited government 
as was his predecessor’s, but only time 
will tell. 

Donald Trump has been an outspoken 
proponent of gun rights, and so far he has 


7 
. 
- 
: 
t 
; 
- 


from the Trans-Pacific Partnership (TPP), keeping a campaign promise and extricating the United 
States from what would have become an Asian-American version of NAFTA. 
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Foreign policy: President Trump and U.S. Ambassador to the UN Nicki Haley have lunch with 
ambassadors on the UN Security Council. While Trump has been strongly critical of the UN, 
here he said, “| have long felt the United Nations is an underperformer but has tremendous 
potential.... | mean, | see a day when there’s a conflict where the United Nations, you get 


together, and you solve the conflict.” 


not disappointed on this critical issue. 
Only a few weeks after his election, on the 
last day of February, Trump signed a re- 
peal of an Obama-era rule that would have 
denied tens of thousands of Social Secu- 
rity recipients the right to own a firearm. 
The rule empowered the Social Security 
Administration to notify Social Security 
recipients with a “representative payee” 
assigned them because of mental illness 
that they were no longer permitted to own 
a firearm. The rule would have placed the 
burden of proof — that they were not a 
danger to society — not on the state but on 
the people so designated, forcing them to 
prove to the SSA that they were still men- 
tally and emotionally fit. So draconian was 
this rule that even the likes of the ACLU 
— arteflexively leftist organization with a 
history of rationalizing civil liberties vio- 
lations that fall outside the canon of leftist 
acceptability — opposed the rule. 
President Trump also addressed this 
year’s NRA convention, becoming the 
first sitting president since Reagan to do 
so. Trump’s speech, an unapologetic de- 
fense of the Second Amendment, was 
heartening to gun owners everywhere. “I 
am here to deliver you good news: The 
eight-year assault on your Second Amend- 
ment freedoms has come to a crashing 
end,” President Trump told the enthusias- 
tic crowd. “I will never, ever infringe on 
the rights of the people to keep and bear 
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arms.” The NRA gave Candidate Trump a 
strong endorsement, in recognition of his 
surprising ideological odyssey from being 
a vocal supporter of stricter gun laws back 
in 2000 to becoming that rarest of political 
animals, a dyed-in-the-wool New Yorker 
with a concealed-carry permit and an un- 
questionable enthusiasm for the Second 
Amendment. 


Reining in Regulations 

While President Trump’s authority to 
overturn noxious laws and regulations is- 
sued under the direct or indirect auspices 
of Congress is limited, he has done what 
he can to begin reining in the behemoth 
regime of regulations throttling American 
liberties and economic productivity. On 
January 30, Trump signed an executive 
order, “Reducing Regulation and Control- 
ling Regulatory Costs,” which required 
federal agencies thenceforth to identify for 
every proposed new regulation two regu- 
lations to be eliminated, and which stipu- 
lated that, for fiscal year 2017, “the total 
incremental cost of all new regulations, 
including repealed regulations, to be final- 
ized this year shall be no greater than zero, 
unless otherwise required by law or con- 
sistent with advice provided in writing by 
the Director of the Office of Management 
and Budget.” On February 24, President 
Trump signed an executive order requir- 
ing every federal agency to designate one 


of its officials as a “Regulatory Reform 
Officer” tasked with leading an effort to 
identify and eliminate wasteful, onerous, 
and otherwise burdensome regulations. 
While a far cry from what will ultimately 
be needed to bring government waste and 
regulatory burden under control, these two 
executive actions are significant first steps 
in the right direction that, one hopes, will 
find congressional support. 

On March 13, President Trump struck 
one additional blow for more bureaucratic 
efficiency and cost control. In an execu- 
tive order entitled “Reorganizing the Ex- 
ecutive Branch,” Trump directed his sub- 
ordinates in various executive agencies to 
consider ways in which their operations 
can be overhauled and made more cost-ef- 
fective. “This order is intended to improve 
the efficiency, effectiveness, and account- 
ability of the executive branch by direct- 
ing the Director of the Office of Manage- 
ment and Budget (Director) to propose 
a plan to reorganize governmental func- 
tions and eliminate unnecessary agencies 
.... components of agencies, and agency 
programs,” the president wrote. The order 
goes on to stipulate that “within 180 days 
..., the head of each agency shall submit 
to the Director a proposed plan to reorgan- 
ize the agency, if appropriate, in order to 
improve the efficiency, effectiveness, and 
accountability of that agency.” 


Environmental Reforms 

Of the stifling environmental policies of 
his predecessor, Trump has long been a 
vocal critic. And here, too, the new presi- 
dent has already proven that his words 
are not mere greenhouse-gas emissions. 
On February 28, for example, President 
Trump moved to undo Obama’s radical 
“Waters of the United States” (WOTUS) 
policy directive. In what amounted to 
a gargantuan power grab calculated to 
please the radical environmental Left, 
President Obama’s Environmental Protec- 
tion Agency (EPA) began reinterpreting 
references to “waters of the United States” 
in the Clean Water Act to mean, not mere- 
ly navigable waters, as established by 
long regulatory precedent, but virtually 
any body of water down to ditches, wells, 
and the smallest ponds. This creative rein- 
terpretation quickly led to EPA oversight 
over almost any body of water, however 
small, temporary, or artificial, as a poten- 
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tial wetland. As President Trump’s order 
noted, the EPA, never known for erring on 
the side of moderation, soon began perpe- 
trating grotesque miscarriages of justice 
in the name of the new policy, such as a 
Wyoming rancher fined $37,000 a day 
for digging a small watering hole for his 
cattle. “The EPA’s regulators were put- 
ting people out of jobs by the hundreds 
of thousands, and regulations and permits 
started treating our wonderful small farm- 
ers and small businesses as if they were 
a major industrial polluter,” the president 
wrote. “With today’s executive order, I’m 
directing the EPA to take action, paving 
the way for the elimination of this very 
destructive and horrible rule.” 

Exactly four weeks after the WOTUS 
directive, President Trump turned his at- 
tention to President Obama’s outrageous 
exploitation of global-warming hysteria. 
In an executive order entitled “Promot- 
ing Energy Independence and Economic 
Growth,” President Trump undid with the 
stroke of a pen a wide range of climate- 
related edicts issued by President Obama 
in compliance with new UN-mandated 
global climate standards. Revoked and 
rescinded were: 

¢ Executive Order 13653 of November 
1, 2013 (Preparing the United States for 
the Impacts of Climate Change); 
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¢ The Presidential Memorandum of 
June 25, 2013 (Power Sector Carbon Pol- 
lution Standards); 

¢ The Presidential Memorandum of 
November 3, 2015 (Mitigating Impacts 
on Natural Resources from Development 
and Encouraging Related Private Invest- 
ment); 

¢ The Presidential Memorandum of 
September 21, 2016 (Climate Change and 
National Security); 

¢ The Report of the Executive Office 
of the President of June 2013 (The Presi- 
dent’s Climate Action Plan); and 

¢ The Report of the Executive Office 
of the President of March 2014 (Climate 
Action Plan Strategy to Reduce Methane 
Emissions). 

Moreover, the order directed federal 
agencies to “immediately review exist- 
ing regulations that potentially burden 
the development or use of domestically 
produced energy resources and appro- 
priately suspend, revise, or rescind those 
that unduly burden the development of 
domestic energy resources beyond the 
degree necessary to protect the public in- 
terest or otherwise comply with the law.” 
This wide-ranging and detailed execu- 
tive order does not withdraw the United 
States from the global climate-change re- 
gime foisted on the United States by the 
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New lease on life: Coal mines such as this one in Wyoming are resuming coal leasing following 


President Trump’s lifting of a federal coal lease moratorium in late March, a sweeping restriction 
imposed on the coal industry in 2016 by Barack Obama. 


Obama administration in accordance with 
the “Paris Agreement,” a United Nations 
agreement that President Obama signed 
and put into effect by executive fiat, ig- 
noring the advice and consent of the Sen- 
ate, as mandated by the Constitution. Nor 
does it reverse the EPA’s absurd finding 
that CO, is a pollutant. But it is still a 
huge step in the right direction. At the 
signing of his order, Trump told those in 
attendance, including coal miners whose 
livelihoods had been targeted for so long 
by President Obama’s environmentalist 
myrmidons: “Together we are going to 
start a new energy revolution. I am taking 
historic steps to lift restrictions on Ameri- 
can energy, to reverse government intru- 
sion and to cancel job-killing regulations.” 
On April 26, President Trump issued 
an executive order mandating that the De- 
partment of the Interior review two dozen 
national monuments created by presidents 
Clinton, Bush, and Obama. This action 
was greeted with particular enthusiasm 
by Utah Republicans still chafing over 
President Obama’s lame-duck land grab 
designating an area larger than the state 
of Rhode Island as the new Bear’s Ears 
National Monument (as well as the new 
Gold Butte National Monument in Ne- 
vada). Utah is no stranger to this type 
of treatment; in the waning weeks of the 
Clinton administration, President Clinton, 
knowing Democrats would pay no politi- 
cal price in rock-ribbed Republican Utah, 
did the same for a vast wilderness area in 
southern Utah now known as the Grand 
Staircase-Escalante National Monument. 
While Trump’s order may or may not lead 
to an unprecedented reversal of some of 
these land grabs, the mere fact that Presi- 
dent Trump is calling into question such 
executive abuses (carried out under the 
dubious authority of the Antiquities Act) 
is heartening for those of us who would 
like to see authority over western lands 
restored to the people who live there. 
That same week, President Trump is- 
sued an executive order (certain to be chal- 
lenged in court) that reversed the Obama 
administration’s ban on further Arctic oil 
drilling and also set in motion a compre- 
hensive review of the many regulatory 
barriers to offshore oil and gas drilling 
along the Atlantic Coast. This order has 
been received with particular horror by 
radical environmentalists, since it would 
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entail reversing decades of bureaucratic 
nullification of energy exploration on the 
Atlantic continental shelf. It is worth not- 
ing that Canada’s Hibernia oilfield off the 
coast of Newfoundland has proven to be 
an economic boon to Atlantic Canada, 
with more drilling platforms planned. And 
despite dire warnings of environmental 
apocalypse, Atlantic Canada’s abundant 
marine life is as fecund as ever. 

President Trump has also seen more 
than a few setbacks as a result of the fe- 
vered opposition of his many enemies. 
As the media has delighted in informing 
us, his promises to repeal and replace 
ObamaCare have so far been stymied by 
internal party divisions, although a new 
version of the American Health Care Act 
(AHCA) being crafted in the House ap- 
pears more likely to pass and go to the 
Senate. The bill does not abolish many 
of the noxious mandates imposed by 
ObamaCare, but allegedly is enough of 
a first step in the right direction to win 
approval by a number of members of the 
House Freedom Caucus, whose opposi- 
tion deep-sixed an earlier version that 
was called “ObamaCare Lite” by critics 
and supported by Trump. 


Trump’s awaited tax cuts have yet to 
gain traction, although the administration 
is confident tax reforms will be forthcom- 
ing later this year. His much-ballyhooed 
border wall is in acute danger of falling 
victim to the congressional budget knife, 
with many of his GOP colleagues balking 
at giving support to the polarizing measure. 
But overall, those of us who have waited 
long for a president genuinely committed to 
rolling back the size, cost, and power of the 
federal government have so far seen ample 
grounds for optimism by President Trump’s 
actions — with one notable and unfortunate 
exception: foreign policy. 


Foreign Policy 

Candidate Trump campaigned on prom- 
ises to scale back American involvement 
in Middle Eastern broils, and in the Syr- 
ian Civil War in particular, but President 
Trump has gone back on his word in 
spectacular fashion. In early March, Pres- 
ident Trump deployed a certain number 
of Marines and Army Rangers to Syria to 
assist the Syrian resistance in the assault 
on Raqgqa, the ISIS capital. On April 4, a 
chemical weapons attack against Syrian 
civilians in the town of Khan Shaykhun 
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Strike one: Syria’s Shayrat Airbase after the April 7 missile strike ordered by President Trump 
in response to the chemical weapon attack allegedly carried out by the Assad government 
against Syrian civilians days earlier. During his campaign, Trump criticized President Obama’s 


involvement in the Syrian Civil War. 
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resulted in dozens of casualties, including 
many children, and generated the usual 
international condemnation and calls for 
the repellent Assad regime to be held ac- 
countable. Three days later, the Trump 
administration launched a massive mis- 
sile attack against Syria’s Shayrat Air- 
base. A total of 59 ship-launched Toma- 
hawk cruise missiles pounded the base 
where, according to intelligence reports, 
the gas attack had originated. In the wake 
of the attack, U.S. and world leaders, in 
a departure from the usual withering 
criticism, lavished President Trump with 
praise for acting presidential and seizing 
anew the reins of international leadership 
— meaning, of course, the willingness to 
act as the world’s policeman. This was 
precisely the type of thing that Trump’s 
support base opposed. In Trump they be- 
lieved they had finally found a president 
who would mind America’s business and 
not the rest of the world’s. But President 
Trump appears no less willing than his 
predecessors to use America’s military 
might to punish foul dictators wreaking 
havoc in remote corners of the world, but 
who pose no threat to us. 

In a similar vein, President Trump is 
showing every evidence of a willingness 
to go to war to prevent North Korea from 
obtaining ICBMs. In this issue, perhaps, 
the correct course of action will prove 
more nuanced, inasmuch as a North 
Korea capable of subjecting the United 
States to nuclear blackmail is not to be 
contemplated. But it is already apparent 
that President Trump is no more likely to 
restore America’s military to a primarily 
defensive role than was President Obama 
or any of his other recent predecessors. 

It is also apparent that, despite his anti- 
globalist stance, Trump is also willing to 
use the United Nations to solve global prob- 
lems. At an April 24 White House meeting 
with ambassadors from UN Security Coun- 
cil countries, Trump said, “The Council 
must be prepared to impose additional and 
stronger sanctions on North Korean nuclear 
and ballistic missile programs.” He added: 
“The United Nations is an underperformer, 
but it has huge potential.” 


The Swamp Fights Back 

Besides matters of policy, the first 100 
days of the Trump administration will 
doubtless be remembered by the many 
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The 100th day: President Trump arrives at a speech in Harrisburg, Pennsylvania, held on the 
same day as the annual White House Correspondents’ Association dinner in Washington, D.C. 
— an event the president snubbed in order to spend time with people in one of the states that 


helped to elect him. 


scandals, most of them manufactured by 
the establishment media, that have dis- 
tracted the president and — as intended 
— distracted him to some extent from 
carrying out his ambitious agenda. These 
various hobgoblins and chimeras include, 
but are not limited to, alleged Russian 
interference in the elections, allegedly 
inappropriate contacts between Trump 
campaign officials and Russian represen- 
tatives, Trump’s reluctance to make public 
his tax returns, alleged conflicts of inter- 
est involving Trump’s many businesses, 
Trump’s frequent use of Mar-a-Lago in- 
stead of the White House for official meet- 
ings, and Trump’s many unfiltered Tweets. 

Of particular note were Trump’s sen- 
sational claims, Tweeted on March 4, 
that accused the Obama administration 
of wiretapping him during his campaign. 
While the claim of “wiretapping” may 
turn out to be technically inaccurate, it 
was soon revealed that, indeed, a number 
of people involved in the Trump campaign 
were subject to surveillance by the federal 
government during contact with foreign 
nationals. 

While it was the foreign nationals and 
not the Trump people who were the tar- 
gets of the known surveillance, it turned 
out that zealous Obama administration 
officials, in particular National Secu- 
rity Advisor Susan Rice, “unmasked” 
the names of Trump officials surveilled 
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and disseminated them widely within 
the government. Normally, the names of 
American citizens are redacted from re- 
ports on such surveillance, but Rice and 
others apparently decided that the rules 
did not apply to the Trump campaign. 
Someone then leaked much of the in- 
formation to the news media, resulting 
in widespread reporting that the Trump 
campaign had been compromised by 
contact with hostile foreign agents, es- 
pecially Russia. That a president would 
use America’s vast security apparatus to 
gather intelligence on a political rival and 
then use that intelligence to sow scandal 
and chaos is reprehensible and downright 
terrifying. That the intelligence commu- 
nity would be so willingly complicit in 
such an outrage speaks volumes about 
the degree to which it actually serves the 
American people rather than the Wash- 
ington establishment. 

President Trump’s promises to “drain 
the swamp” and bring down the elite es- 
tablishment have generated a ferocious 
backlash, with left- 
ist politicians align- vy 
ine lh snirenched inital 
judicial and national 
security elites to de- 
fend their enormous 
powers. It is possible 
that Trump, recog- 
nizing the potency of 
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the national security establishment after 
months of manufactured scandal and in- 
nuendo, decided to attack Syria as a sop to 
Cerberus. Indeed, the attacks on Trump’s 
alleged Russian ties have abated consider- 
ably since the Syrian missile strike. But 
on other fronts, an entrenched federal ju- 
diciary remains as determined as ever to 
thwart the Trump agenda. By now, Presi- 
dent Trump is surely aware that the ju- 
dicial system is honeycombed with hard- 
core leftist subversives, a state of affairs 
that one Supreme Court appointment will 
do little to mitigate. 

In sum, President Trump deserves high 
marks on constitutional, regulatory, and 
fiscal grounds, so far. His foreign policy 
has been generally right-headed in regard 
to trade and border security, but decidedly 
wrong-headed on Syria. His actions in re- 
versing Obama-era environmental abus- 
es, in withdrawing from the TPP, and in 
beginning the process of making federal 
agencies more cost-effective are particu- 
larly noteworthy, and are unprecedented 
in scope and audacity for any president 
in living memory. President Trump is the 
first president in this author’s more than 
50 years to take steps to reduce the size 
and cost of government. 

However, Trump’s bitter enemies, 
which include an ex-president, hundreds 
of determined Democratic lawmakers, 
and thousands of violent leftist radicals 
taking their opposition to the streets, have 
taken a toll on him. We expect them to 
continue their street-fighter tactics. 

Donald Trump, despite his laudable 
constitutional allegiances, is at heart a 
populist more than a constitutionalist, 
and is unlikely to become a modern Jef- 
ferson or Madison. His populist leanings 
will doubtless lead him into error. But if 
what we have seen during his first 100 
days is any bellwether, his successes on 
behalf of less government and a more ro- 
bust Constitution may end up outweigh- 
ing his defects. 
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IS THE 


WAMP 


DRAINING TRUMP’? 


President Donald Trump began his term in office with a 
flurry of activity, Keeping campaign promises. But in recent 
days he has reneged, backing globalists, war, and cronyism. 


%, 


Reversal: President Trump famously promised on the campaign trail to “drain the swamp” of 
Washington, D.C., but there are growing warning signs that the swamp is starting to drain Trump. 


by Alex Newman 


n the campaign trail, candidate 
() Donald Trump got crowds roar- 

ing with his signature promise to 
“Drain the Swamp.” But now that he is 
President Trump, could the infamous es- 
tablishment swamp of Washington, D.C., 
be draining him instead of the other way 
around? Maybe. At this point, it is hard 
to tell for sure. But the warning signs are 
certainly flashing brighter, and getting 
harder to ignore. Already, known swamp 
creatures are operating across the admin- 
istration in key posts. And now, Trump is 
waffling on key promises and sidelining 
key anti-establishment voices. 

But Trump insists he is following 
through on his promises — and the battle 
may not be over yet. As far as following 
through on his key promises goes, the 
Trump administration has been a mixed 
bag so far. At first, despite backing down 
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on the bid to jail “Crooked Hillary” for 
her crime spree, things were going fairly 
well. (See article on page 10.) But his re- 
cent backtracking should not be ignored. 
On the campaign trail, Trump proclaimed 
that “Americanism, not globalism, will be 
our credo.” Yet by late April, he was sing- 
ing a very different tune. “I’m a nationalist 
and a globalist,” Trump was quoted as say- 
ing in the Wall Street Journal. “I’m both.” 


Swamp Creatures Creeping In 

If “personnel is policy,” as the oft-quoted 
saying from the Reagan era goes, then 
Trump’s personnel choices are certainly 
very revealing regarding whether Ameri- 
cans can hope for a swamp draining. In- 
deed, among Trump’s most recent and im- 
portant selections were Lieutenant General 
H.R. McMaster to serve as National Secu- 
rity Adviser and Judge Neil Gorsuch for 
the Supreme Court — both of whom have 
been listed as members of the establishment 
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globalist swamp known as the Council on 
Foreign Relations (CFR). There were al- 
ready several CFR-linked officials in the 
Cabinet before the latest additions — and 
of course the CFR represents the very same 
forces that viciously libeled and attacked 
Trump in their failed bid to stop him. 

The controversial CFR group’s agenda 
is rarely discussed openly in the media. 
And that is despite the fact that much of 
the establishment media is actually listed as 
“corporate” members of the CFR, and the 
CFR typically has hundreds of members in 
the upper ranks of presidential administra- 
tions, regardless of which party is ostensi- 
bly in charge. The outfit’s membership is 
often quoted as supposedly dispassionate 
sources in the media, too. But despite the 
lack of attention, evidence of the organiza- 
tion’s agenda — global governance, open 
borders, Big Government, surrendering 
sovereignty, attacking self-government, 
and more — is hardly difficult to find. 

Indeed, prominent patriotic Ameri- 
cans, including CFR members, have been 
sounding the alarm for generations. The 
late U.S. Admiral Chester Ward, for ex- 
ample, who served as the judge advocate 
of the U.S. Navy, was a CFR member for 
16 years before resigning in disgust. “In 
the entire CFR lexicon, there is no term 
of revulsion carrying a meaning so deep 
as America First,” said Admiral Ward, 
whose comments on the CFR shed light 
on why the group would be entirely hostile 
to Trump’s central promise as a pro-Amer- 
ica, anti-establishment political candidate 
promising to put “America First.” 

But it’s even worse than that. “The 
main purpose of the Council on Foreign 
Relations is promoting the disarmament 
of U.S. sovereignty and national indepen- 
dence, and submergence into an all-pow- 
erful one-world government,” the admiral 
warned, adding that “this lust to surren- 
der the sovereignty and independence of 
the United States is pervasive throughout 
most of the membership.” In other words, 
not everyone in the CFR is a fanatical 
globalist determined to sell out America’s 
sovereignty, but most are. 

That sinister agenda becomes clear from 
reading the CFR’s own magazine, Foreign 
Affairs. In April 1974, for example, Rich- 
ard Gardner, former deputy assistant sec- 
retary of state, explained how the agenda 
for world government would be pursued. 


21 


8 coven 
STORY POLitics 


“In short, the ‘house of world order’ will 
have to be built from the bottom up rather 
than from the top down,” he wrote. “An end 
run around national sovereignty, eroding it 
piece by piece, will accomplish much more 
than the old-fashioned frontal assault.” The 
magazine also regularly promotes regional 
government, war, and attacks on national 
sovereignty. In other words, the opposite of 
everything Trump ran on. 

For some additional perspective, then- 
Secretary of State Hillary Clinton admit- 
ted in a speech that the CFR gives her in- 
structions on “what we should be doing 
and how we should think about the fu- 
ture.” Bush’s Vice President Dick Cheney 
once bragged: “I’ve been a member [of the 
CFR] for a long time, and was actually a 
director for some period of time. I never 
mentioned that when I was campaigning 
for reelection back home in Wyoming.” 
Countless similar statements exist ac- 
knowledging the CFR’s deceptive prac- 
tices, its dangerous agenda, and its hijack- 
ing of U.S. policy. 

And yet, on the campaign trail, Trump 
blasted what he described as a “cabal” 
seeking “global government” and vowed 
to put an end to such machinations. “The 
most important difference between our plan 
and that of our opponents, is that our plan 
will put America First,” Trump promised. 


He also vowed that “America First” would 
become U.S. policy across every sphere of 
government activity including foreign pol- 
icy, economic policy, trade policy, national 
security, immigration, and much more. 

Of course, it is true that Trump’s admin- 
istration and Cabinet have fewer establish- 
ment globalists and CFR members than any 
White House in recent memory, of either 
party — Obama, Clinton, and both Bushes 
each installed hundreds of CFR members in 
top positions within their administrations. 
But with some of Trump’s more recent ap- 
pointments, the trend toward adding more 
and more CFR members has raised ques- 
tions and concerns even among some of his 
most ardent supporters. 

Did the so-called Deep State find a way 
to get to Trump? Is Trump simply unaware 
of the CFR’s well-documented agenda to 
undermine U.S. sovereignty, liberty, and 
prosperity? Are there globalist CFR opera- 
tives who have burrowed their way into 
senior positions in the administration, and 
are now working to bring in more swamp 
creatures to mislead and sabotage Trump? 
The months and years ahead should make 
that more clear. 


Trump’s CFR-minded Swamp Creatures 
Trump’s appointees with CFR back- 
grounds cause justified concerns. First, 


China’s insider? U.S. Transportation Secretary Elaine Chao is a member of the establishment 
swamp at the Council on Foreign Relations, and her family’s links to the Communist Chinese 


dictatorship have also caused alarm. 
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Gorsuch. Trump’s selection to fill the 
vacant Supreme Court seat will have im- 
mense influence on the future of America 
— far more than America’s Founding Fa- 
thers ever intended an unelected justice to 
have. As soon as the announcement was 
made, many well-known conservative and 
establishment voices sprang into action 
to support the nomination. Some promi- 
nent voices expressed hesitation — both 
on pro-life issues and gun rights — but 
overall much of the Republican Party was 
pleased, ranging from constitutionalists 
and conservatives to the neocon and es- 
tablishment wing of the GOP. 

A number of concerns ended up being 
raised about him, though. And more than a 
few liberals, including some far-left pseu- 
do-journalists, have applauded the choice. 
The headline at the anti-Trump Washing- 
ton Post, for example, reads: “Simply 
stated, Gorsuch is steadfast and surpris- 
ing. The Supreme Court nominee resides 
on the right, listens intently to the left and 
often finds a homespun truth somewhere 
in between.” An opinion piece at The Hill, 
meanwhile, suggested approvingly that 
Gorsuch might even be a secret liberal. 

However, one crucial point on his ré- 
sumé has flown largely under the radar, 
even among many usually well-informed 
voices who would have promptly sounded 
the alarm. That is the fact that Gorsuch 
was listed as a term member of the CFR 
in the organization’s 2008 Annual Report 
Membership Roster. He was also listed as 
a member in his 2006 nomination by Pres- 
ident George W. Bush. And aside from In- 
ternet commentators in comment sections, 
the only major analyst who seems to have 
noticed is Kelleigh Nelson. 

CFR operatives must have noticed, too, 
though, recently calling Gorsuch “well 
qualified” for the spot — while perhaps 
inadvertently sending out a major warning 
sign for conservatives and constitutional- 
ists. “Trump arguably had one good day in 
his first two weeks, on Jan. 31, when he 
rolled out the nomination of the well-qual- 
ified Neil Gorsuch to the Supreme Court,” 
the CFR’s warmongering neoconservative 
Max Boot wrote in an op-ed published in 
Foreign Policy that viciously attacked 
Trump and his agenda. 

Then there is Lieutenant General Her- 
bert R. McMaster, Trump’s new national 
security advisor who took over after non- 
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Not just another fish in the sea: After the ouster of outsider Lt. Gen. Mike Flynn as Trump’s 
national security advisor, Lt. Gen. H.R. McMaster — with his multiple links to the globalist 


swamp — took the crucial position instead. 


CFR member Mike Flynn resigned amid 
what appeared to be a well-orchestrated 
hit job by the so-called Deep State. By all 
accounts, McMaster is a superb soldier, 
officer, and military man. He has received 
a wide array of awards, medals, and rec- 
ognition for his service in the U.S. Army. 
His insights into the failures of U.S. mili- 
tary leadership in Vietnam have received 
widespread praise, too. 

However, McMaster is listed as a mem- 
ber of the Council on Foreign Relations, 
too — and his membership is current as of 
late April, according to the CFR’s online 
roster. And while there are undoubtedly 
some non-globalists who have joined the 
CFR over the years for reasons other than 
believing in its anti-American, anti-free- 
dom agenda, McMaster’s record suggests 
he may not be among that small group. 

A decade ago, for instance, he joined 
the globalist-minded International Institute 
for Strategic Studies (IISS) in London as 
a senior research associate. According to 
the organization itself, his mandate was 
described as “conduct[ing] research to 
identify opportunities for improved multi- 
national cooperation and political-military 
integration in the areas of counterinsurgen- 
cy, counter-terrorism, and state building.” 

There are a number of terms and phrases 
there that are cause for alarm — including 
standard globalist rhetoric such as “multi- 
national cooperation” and “political- 
military integration,” which sounds a lot 
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like sovereignty-stealing schemes such as 
NATO and the European Union. There was 
also the term “state building,” which critics 
pointed out resembles the “nation build- 
ing” that Trump specifically vowed to stop 
under his administration following costly 
and deadly failures by Obama and Bush. 

THE NEW AMERICAN’S Warren Mass re- 
ported on the developments when McMas- 
ter’s name was announced. “One would 
have expected an interventionist, neo- 
conservative CFR member such as John 
McCain to have appointed a man such as 
McMaster to his inner circle,” Mass wrote. 
And indeed, true to form, globalist neocon 
McCain, who has expressed nothing but 
contempt for Trump and his supporters, 
was very pleased with McMaster, calling 
him “an outstanding choice for national 
security advisor — [a] man of genuine in- 
tellect, character and ability.” 


Other Globalist Swamp Creatures 

McMaster and Gorsuch are only the two 
most recent CFR additions to the Trump 
Team. Others have already been docu- 
mented in the pages of THE NEW AMERI- 
CAN. And a regular commentator in the 
comments section of this magazine’s 
online portal, who goes by the username 
St_Robert_ Bellarmine, has compiled a 
significant list of Trump’s senior CFR- 
linked and globalist-tied appointees, 
some of whom have attended the globalist 
Bilderberg summit or have ties to globalist 


billionaire David Rockefeller’s Trilateral 
Commission, a CFR-type group focusing 
on America, Europe, and Japan. 

Among them are Robert Lighthizer, the 
U.S. trade representative, who is listed as 
a current member of CFR, despite the 
globalist outfit’s key role in imposing the 
very multilateral “free-trade” regimes that 
Trump has opposed for harming America 
and undermining U.S. sovereignty. An- 
other is Transportation Secretary Elaine 
Chao, a CFR member with troubling 
links to the Communist Chinese dictator- 
ship. She also happens to be married to 
Senate Majority Leader Mitch McConnell 
and may have been a bargaining chip in 
getting other nominees approved by estab- 
lishment Republicans in Congress. 

Then there are a number of non-mem- 
bers who nevertheless have troubling ties 
to the CFR and other globalist organ- 
izations. Exxon-Mobil, of course, is a 
“founder” corporate member of the CFR. 
And despite not being an official member 
himself, Rex Tillerson boasted to CFR 
members in a speech that he shared their 
views on globalism. “Like the Council’s 
founders, I believe we must choose the 
course of greater international engage- 
ments,” Tillerson said in a 2007 event at 
the CFR. Since becoming secretary of 
state, he has behaved as a typical establish- 
ment globalist, advocating regime change, 
shipping in UN-selected “refugees” by the 
tens of thousands, and working closely 
with globalist international organizations. 

Another controversial figure is Steven 
Mnuchin, Trump’s treasury secretary and a 
former executive with “vampire squid” in- 
ternational bank Goldman Sachs. Like Exx- 
on-Mobil, the globalist bank is also listed as 
a “founder” corporate member of the CFR. 
And Mnuchin, while not listed publicly as a 
member of CFR, was a member of the secret 
“Skull and Bones” society at Yale that has 
been exposed for being involved in dark and 
deeply disturbing rituals. George W. Bush 
and John Kerry were also members, though 
both refused to talk about it while running 
against each other for president. 

Then there are at least two Cabinet 
members in the Trump administration 
who have attended the annual Bilderberg 
summit, where top globalists, politicians, 
bankers, communists, royalty, and crony 
capitalists meet once a year to plot policy 
behind closed doors and recruit useful 
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Alongside the Syria debacle was the ObamaCare 
debacle. Instead of getting rid of ObamaCare as was 
promised incessantly, the Trump administration and 
the establishment GOP swamp leaders in Congress 
tried to foist what was properly denounced by critics 


as “ObamaCare 2.0.” 


idiots to their globalist cause. The first 
is former Texas Governor Rick Perry, a 
Republican who serves as Trump’s en- 
ergy secretary. While Perry often portrays 
himself as a conservative, his political 
history — including his support for North 
American integration — suggests he is an 
establishment swamp creature dressed up 
to fit in among Texans. 

The other known Bilderberg attendee in 
Trump’s Cabinet is Secretary of Defense 
James Mattis, a military man who attended 
the 2015 Bilderberg meeting in Austria as 
a “distinguished fellow” of the Hoover 
Institution. After his confirmation, Mattis 
promptly got to work filling the Pentagon’s 
upper ranks with establishment globalists, 
far-left extremists, and even Obama and 
Clinton lackeys. Among them: Rudy de 
Leon, a senior fellow at the Soros-funded 
establishment “progressive think tank” 
known as the Center for American Prog- 
ress (CAP) founded by Clinton campaign 
boss John Podesta. Mattis’ first choice 


to be his deputy was reportedly Michele 
Flournoy, Obama’s undersecretary of de- 
fense for policy, who was widely viewed 
as the person Hillary Clinton would have 
chosen as defense secretary. 

The name Rothschild — the unfathom- 
ably wealthy banking dynasty — often 
pops up in connection with Bilderberg, 
billionaire George Soros, and other organs 
and individuals associated with the global- 
ist establishment and the central-banking 
cartel. And it just so happens that Trump’s 
commerce secretary, Wilbur Ross, was a 
senior managing director at Rothschild, 
Inc., before joining Trump’s team. Ap- 
parently Ross, while serving the globalist 
Rothschild dynasty, helped Trump’s busi- 
ness empire when it was in trouble in the 
early 1990s. Soros, the extreme left-wing 
agitator, was also a Rothschild protégé. 

But even some of Trump’s top officials 
not directly connected to establishment 
globalist organizations such as the Council 
on Foreign Relations or Bilderberg none- 
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Possible wolf in sheep’s clothing: While Trump-appointed Supreme Court Justice Neil Gorsuch 
has a conservative reputation, he was a five-year term member of the globalist Council on Foreign 
Relations, and some liberals were celebrating his nomination. 
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theless have a history of pushing the glo- 
balist agenda. Among those who come to 
mind is Betsy DeVos, the billionaire heir- 
ess whom Trump put in charge of the U.S. 
Department of Education after suggesting 
on the campaign trail that he would work 
to shut down the department. DeVos and 
her organizations played a key role in sav- 
ing Common Core in Michigan. And she 
even served on the board of Jeb Bush’s pro- 
Common Core “education” organization. 

Of course, hoping for a Cabinet devoid 
of people with links to the establishment 
swamp — at least for now — might be a 
bit unrealistic. After all, the nominees had 
to get through Senate confirmation, and 
there are more than a few CFR operatives 
and globalist shills still haunting the halls of 
Congress. And to be fair, on the campaign 
trail, Trump did even say he had “respect” 
for CFR boss Richard Haass, a leading 
globalist operative who has publicly grum- 
bled about Trump and his agenda. Trump’s 
team has also said publicly that all Cabinet 
members agreed to go along with the presi- 
dent’s America First agenda. 

However, at this point in the Trump 
presidency, and especially in light of the 
policies, it is starting to seem as if there are 
too many swamp creatures in the White 
House for comfort. And being surrounded 
by globalists and establishment operatives 
gives them the chance to mislead Trump, 
sabotage his agenda, and more — assum- 
ing Trump was not secretly one of them 
from the beginning. 


Anti-globalist, Anti-establishment 
Forces Sidelined at the White House 
Not all of Trump’s top people are well 
connected to the globalist establishment, 
or even affiliated with it, at least publicly. 
Among those who have a documented 
track record of independence and being 
outsiders are Trump officials such as At- 
torney General Jeff Sessions, Environmen- 
tal Protection Agency Administrator Scott 
Pruitt, Office of Management and Budget 
Director Mick Mulvaney, and Housing and 
Urban Development Secretary Ben Carson. 
Trump’s National Trade Council director 
Peter Navarro has also defied a key tenet 
of the globalist agenda by exposing Com- 
munist China and its establishment-backed 
efforts to undermine America. And White 
House Chief Strategist Steve Bannon, de- 
spite his background with Goldman Sachs, 
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Smelling of CFR: U.S. Secretary of State Rex Tillerson is not formally a member of the 
establishment swamp known as the Council on Foreign Relations, but he has promoted globalism 


in speeches there. 


is said to be a committed anti-establish- 
ment, anti-globalist voice. 

But nonetheless, the anti-establishment 
forces that put President Donald Trump 
in power are reportedly being sidelined 
within the administration and the White 
House, and the globalist establishment 
could not be happier. Indeed, countless 
establishment media organs were openly 
celebrating throughout much of April. 

If all of what the media claim about 
Trump’s recent “flip flops” is true, the sense 
of betrayal already expressed by many of 
Trump’s most fervent and dedicated sup- 
porters in recent weeks is likely to get 
worse. And while the establishment media 
(rightly ridiculed by Trump for the constant 
stream of “fake news” they publish) are not 
generally a credible source of information, 
in this case, there may be some truth to the 
claims. At least it looks that way. For in- 
stance, on April 11, Trump himself appeared 
to distance himself from Bannon in an inter- 
view with the New York Post. When asked 
whether he still had confidence in his chief 
strategist, Trump refused to offer a defini- 
tive “yes” to end the establishment media 
claims and speculation. 

Instead, Trump downplayed Bannon 
and his role within the Trump team. “I like 
Steve, but you have to remember he was 
not involved in my campaign until very 
late,” Trump was quoted as saying. “I had 
already beaten all the senators and all the 
governors, and I didn’t know Steve. I’m my 
own strategist and it wasn’t like I was going 
to change strategies because I was facing 
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crooked Hillary.... Steve is a good guy, but 
I told them to straighten it out or I will.” 
By “them,” Trump was referring to Bannon 
and other figures in his administration, such 
as son-in-law Jared Kushner, who were re- 
portedly at odds with the chief strategist. As 
reported publicly, Bannon was lobbying for 
Trump to fulfill his anti-globalist mandate, 
and Kushner and others wanted Trump to 
be more “moderate” on everything from the 
homosexual agenda to the climate-change 
“hoax,” as Trump repeatedly referred to the 
man-made warming theory. 

And beyond Trump’s statements practi- 
cally disavowing Bannon, concrete prog- 
ress in what appears to be the deliberate and 
systematic sidelining of the chief strategist 
has already been achieved. Most obvious, 
perhaps, was the fact that Bannon was re- 
cently stripped from his powerful position 
on the National Security Council — and 
that follows the ouster of another outsider, 
former Trump National Security Advisor 
Michael Flynn. In short, that leaves Mc- 
Master, a globalist from the CFR, to run 
the “National Security” apparatus free of 
any interference from anti-globalist types. 

Considering that Bannon is perhaps the 
most well-known official close to Trump 
among the anti-globalist, anti-establish- 
ment faction that propelled the president 
into the White House, Bannon’s apparent 
fall from grace is likely significant, even 
if it is being over-hyped by the press. An- 
other anti-globalist Trump senior advisor, 
Stephen Miller, is also said to be increas- 
ingly sidelined as establishment globalists 


surround Trump and burrow their way 
into the administration. 

For months, the “fake news” establish- 
ment media, as Trump puts it, painted 
Bannon as both a powerful force in the 
Trump administration and as some sort of 
extreme nationalist right-winger at best. 
At worst, Bannon was dishonestly painted 
as a hardcore racist anti-Semite, similar to 
the bogus smears hurled indiscriminately 
at Trump and many of his top aides by the 
extreme globalist press. More recently, fake 
news from the dying propaganda establish- 
ment organ Newsweek, which sold for $1, 
absurdly tried to link Bannon to Putin, at 
least “ideologically.” Of course, the lies 
about Bannon’s alleged racism and anti- 
Semitism were typical of the lies and “fake 
news” smears put out by the press. For ex- 
ample, the media endlessly harped on an 
article about Bill Kristol published by the 
news service Bannon ran, which referred to 
the neocon warmonger as a “renegade Jew.” 
What the establishment media did not men- 
tion amid the frothing at the mouth was that 
the article was actually written by a Jew —a 
fact that, if known, would completely un- 
dermine the establishment media’s bogus 
narrative about Bannon and Breitbart News, 
the influential and widely read right-of-cen- 
ter online publication backed by conserva- 
tive billionaire Robert Mercer. The fake 
news about Bannon’s supposed “ideologi- 
cal ties to Russia” and Putin was even more 
transparently fraudulent. 

Before joining the Trump campaign and 
helping lead it to victory over Democrat 
Hillary Clinton, Bannon was the executive 
chair of Breitbart News. While Trump had 
already spoken out regularly against global- 
ism, Bannon is credited by more than a few 
analysts with helping to focus and fine-tune 
Trump’s wildly successful anti-globalist, 
“America First” message to voters. Trump 
also warned of Clinton’s links to a “cabal,” 
including “international bankers,” that was 
plotting “global government.” The message 
was a resounding success — Trump won a 
landslide victory in terms of electors, de- 
spite virtually the entire media and political 
establishment lined up against him. 

What is happening with Bannon is hard 
to determine exactly amid the endless 
stream of fake news from the establish- 
ment media. But it appears that key Trump 
people are seeking to drive him out. Two 
leading anti-Trump newspapers, the New 
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York Times and the Washington Post, cited 
alleged anonymous sources to report on 
the supposed feud. Citing Trump’s rever- 
sal on so many key issues, the anti-Trump 
Post reported that “moderates” — basi- 
cally the establishment’s preferred term 
for establishment-minded globalist and 
statist extremists — were taking over the 
administration. “It was the clearest sign 
yet that an alliance of moderates in the 
White House — including Cohn; senior 
adviser Jared Kushner, the president’s son- 
in-law; and another influential Goldman 
Sachs alumnus, Dina Powell — is racking 
up successes in a battle over ideology and 
control with hardcore conservatives led by 
chief strategist Stephen K. Bannon, who 
held sway at the start of the administra- 
tion,” claimed the Post, which lost virtu- 
ally all of its remaining credibility during 
the 2016 election. 

Of course, whether Bannon and the 
broader anti-establishment wing are re- 
ally out remains unclear. David Bossie, 
Trump’s former deputy campaign manager, 
told Vanity Fair that Bannon was not going 
anywhere. “Steve is part of the team,” he 
was quoted as saying. “He was part of the 
team during the campaign. He is part of the 
team now. It is not about Steve. It is about 
the ideas that elected Donald Trump.” At 
the same time, as news of Trump suppos- 
edly abandoning his base and his promises 
began making headlines, Trump also coun- 
tered that essentially nothing had changed 
and that the administration was “keeping 
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our promises.” And while that is true of 
some key promises, many more are yet to 
be kept. Indeed, three months in, work on 
a border wall that Mexico will pay for has 
not even started. 


Reacting to Trump’s Realignment 

Of course, many analysts all across the 
political spectrum have noticed what is 
happening. Ann Coulter, who was on the 
Trump train when practically everyone 
else in America was laughing at Trump, 
sounded close to tears during an inter- 
view with New York City radio personal- 
ity Mark Simone following the attack on 
Syria. “The magnitude of this catastrophe 
cannot be underestimated,” she said. “I’ve 
had a knot in my stomach since he’s been 
filling up his administration with these 
warmongers and Wall Street types.... We 
may have just as well had Jeb.” 

Michael Savage, one of America’s top 
radio hosts who constantly had Trump 
on his program throughout the campaign, 
wondered: “Who got to you, Mr. Presi- 
dent?” “Like Trump, Woodrow Wilson 
ran on an America First platform,” Savage 
continued. “He was elected largely because 
he kept us out of the war in Europe. But 
someone got to him, too.” Top conserva- 
tives, libertarians, and others in the Trump 
coalition have come to similar conclusions. 

To those on the Left, the trends are 
obvious too. Damon Linker, a senior 
correspondent at the left-wing website 
TheWeek.com, did not frame the battle 


Pariah? White House chief strategist Steve Bannon is widely perceived as the leader of the Trump 
administration’s anti-globalist and anti-establishment wing, but he is being increasingly sidelined. 
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as one between Trump and the swamp. 
Instead, he described it by framing it as 
one between Trump’s stated positions 
versus neoconservative warmongering 
and the “liberal internationalist variation 
on hawkishness.”’ However, in his column, 
headlined “Why Trump Succumbed to the 
Hawks,” he came to similar conclusions 
about Trump going back on his promises 
to take on the establishment. 

“For the first time since Reagan’s victory 
in 1980, it looked possible that neoconser- 
vatives would exercise no discernable in- 
fluence on the formulation of a Republican 
president’s foreign policy — a fate, in po- 
litical terms, worse than death,” he wrote. 
“No one should be surprised — or perhaps 
even overly disappointed — that it lasted 
barely 12 weeks. Trump’s ignorance and 
temperamental recklessness made the pros- 
pect of him undertaking significant strate- 
gic changes hugely risky — for the United 
States, for the West, and for the world.” 

“Once the ‘America First’ faction in 
the West Wing started to lose its grip on 
power, it was probably inevitable that neo- 
con ideas would fill the policy vacuum,” 
he added. “Still, it’s bewildering to think 
that all the tumult of the past 18 months 
may have all been some kind of passing 
episode that will end up making no lasting 
difference to the direction of the Republi- 
can Party or American foreign policy. You 
can wound neoconservatism, apparently, 
but it Just. Won’t. Die. And that might be 
the most distressing thing of all.” 

Of course, as his defenders and apolo- 
gists point out, Trump does have some 
reputable patriots working for him, many 
of whom have been highlighted in these 
pages. To avoid becoming another victim 
of the establishment and its swamp of 
globalism and war, though, Trump must 
change direction and exercise extreme 
caution with all the swamp creatures now 
surrounding him. Trump voters — con- 
servatives, patriots, working-class Ameri- 
cans, and more — are certainly justified 
in expressing concerns about the direc- 
tion policy and personnel are going in 
the Trump administration. With enough 
public pressure, it may still be possible 
to get Trump to reverse course and keep 
the “Trump Train” on track to, as he put 
it, Make America Great Again. But at this 
point, it seems more likely that the swamp 
will end up draining Trump. 
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OCIETY 


Despite assurances that the United States would not 
create a national ID, which would allow government to 
track Americans, it came in the form of “REAL ID.’ 


by Steve Byas 


xiled to the island of Patmos off 
E= coast of Asia Minor (modern 

Turkey) late in the first century, the 
Apostle John struggled to describe the vi- 
sions God was giving him. His description, 
found in the Book of Revelation, chapter 
13, verses 16-17, has perhaps been quoted 
millions of times in the past 2,000 years: 

“He [the “False Prophet,” working for 
the Beast, or Antichrist] causes all, both 
small and great, rich and poor, free and 
slave, to receive a mark on their right hand 
or on their foreheads, and that no one may 
buy or sell except one who has the mark 
or the name of the beast, or the number of 
his name.” 

Christian theologians have offered var- 
ious and sundry explanations as to what 
John meant, but this much is clear — any 
person or oligarchical power able to con- 
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trol all commerce would be antithetical 
to a free society, creating a totalitarian 
nightmare. 

Combined with a push by powerful 
elites to move to a cashless economy, 
the requirement that all Americans use 
an identification card in order to conduct 
certain types of commerce, with the sug- 
gestion offered by high-ranking public of- 
ficials that al] commerce be so conducted, 
brings us perilously close to “no one may 
buy or sell” without it. 

And if a person’s economic activity 
is regulated to the point of every transac- 
tion, the person or group so regulating can 
achieve totalitarian control greater than any- 
thing dreamed of by Hitler, Stalin, and Mao. 

Former Texas Congressman Ron Paul 
said of the REAL ID Act, which he refers 
to as “Dangerous ID,” that while our cal- 
endar may say 2017, “unless you and I act 
today it may soon seem like 1984.” 


SURVEILLANCE 


Instituted via threat: Bending to pressure 
from the federal government, states such as 
lowa (shown here) have opted to implement 
the REAL ID Act. The threat is that the new 
fed-approved ID’s will be necessary to board 
airplanes, go onto military bases, or even enter 
some federal buildings. 


In a letter written to supporters of the 
Campaign for Liberty, Paul explained why 
he called REAL ID “Dangerous ID,” say- 
ing it allows the Department of Homeland 
Security (DHS) to require that this identi- 
fication card contain “biometric features.” 

“Dangerous ID also requires that your 
personal information — including your 
biometric identifiers like fingerprints and 
retina scans — be stored in a federal data- 
base.” And this information is then shared 
with other states, various agencies within 
the federal government, “‘and even foreign 
governments.” 

The information that could easily be 
added to the database includes “gun own- 
ership, health records, purchasing habits, 
religious beliefs — virtually anything you 
could dream up.” 

Ultimately, Paul argues, “It will only 
be a matter of time until they spend their 
workdays making sure you and I don’t go 
anywhere, read anything, eat anything, or 
drink anything they think we shouldn’t be 
allowed to.” With this REAL ID card, the 
federal government would be able to track 
its citizens’ actions and movements. “If 
you ’ve ever legally purchased prescription 
drugs,” Paul warns, “the government can 
deny your ability to purchase a firearm.... 
They can also track your financial transac- 
tions and all of your travel.” 


What Is REAL ID? 

After the attacks upon America on Sep- 
tember 11, 2001, political figures rushed 
to pass legislation, ostensibly designed 
to make sure such an attack would not 
happen again. In the aftermath of the at- 
tacks, fear of even more terrorist attacks 
led to the passage of legislation such as 
the so-called Patriot Act, which has done 
little to make Americans safer, but has 
certainly restricted our civil liberties, 
and enhanced government surveillance of 
USS. citizens. It was in this charged atmo- 
sphere that software tycoon Larry Ellison 
of Oracle called for the creation of a na- 
tional identification system, which would 
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The information that could easily be added to the 


database includes “gun ownership, health records, 


purchasing habits, religious beliefs — virtually 


anything 
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include embedded digitized thumbprints 
and photographs of all legal residents in 
the country. 

When the federal REAL ID Act was 
passed, advocates argued that the 19 hi- 
jackers on September 11th used fake doc- 
uments, including 30 forms of identifica- 
tion and 364 aliases. The solution offered 
was REAL ID, which is actually a national 
identification card. 

Americans had long rejected the concept 
of a national identification card. When the 
Social Security system was created during 
the Roosevelt administration, the Social 
Security number was explicitly intended 
only for identification services provided 
by that system. (My Social Security card 
even includes language that reads, “For 
Social Security and Tax Purposes — Not 


you could dream up.” 


for Identification.”) Efforts to make the 
card and its number act as a national ID 
card have been repeatedly rejected over 
the years — by the Carter administration, 
the Reagan administration, Congress, and 
the Social Security Administration itself. 
In September 2004, Tom Ridge, the sec- 
retary for DHS said, “The legislation that 
created the Department of Homeland Se- 
curity was very specific on the question of 
a national ID card. They said there will be 
no national ID card.” 

Yet, we have all experienced “requests” 
for our Social Security number as an iden- 
tifier in all sorts of situations. This should 
be instructive as to how the REAL ID card 
can be launched to frustrate terrorists, and 
be expanded later to include many more 
purposes, as Ron Paul fears. 


Identify, search, and seize: Travelers line up to go through security at Chicago’s O’Hare 
International Airport. Going through security is already an unpleasant part of getting ona 
civilian aircraft. Without REAL ID being implemented in a state, the feds are threatening to not 
allow that state’s citizens to travel freely by air. 
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Despite this opposition to a national ID 
card, the REAL ID Act of 2005 did cre- 
ate a national ID card, although it was not 
called that. The legislation was designed 
to turn state driver’s licenses and state- 
approved identification cards (for citizens 
who do not drive) into a de facto national 
ID card. The law created minimum stan- 
dards for these state-issued cards. Under 
the law, states were directed to reissue 
more than 240 million driver’s licenses, 
beginning in 2010. 

In order to implement the law, the 
Department of Homeland Security is- 
sued nearly 300 pages of guidelines for 
state-issued driver’s licenses and iden- 
tification cards, as well as standards for 
license-issuing facilities. The guidelines 
required physical features on the licenses, 
including machine-readable data. Certain 
steps were required to verify the identity 
of driver’s license applicants, including 
checks of birth certificates, Social Secu- 
rity numbers (you know, the ones not to 
be used for identification purposes), and 
citizenship status. Agencies issuing IDs 
were required to capture digital images 
of driver identification documents, pho- 
tographing each person making applica- 
tion for a license, using a high-resolution 
digital format. They were then directed to 
store the images electronically in a trans- 
ferable format that could then be shared 
with other entities. 

Under the act, states were required to 
share their motor-vehicle database with all 
other states. The database had to include, 
at a minimum, all the data printed on the 
state driver’s licenses or ID cards, plus 
drivers’ histories (including motor vehi- 
cle violations, suspensions, and “points” 
on licenses). 

Civil libertarians argue that REAL ID 
is a further intrusion of the federal gov- 
ernment into citizens’ lives, and raises the 
specter of a nationwide database of per- 
sonal information. They are particularly 
concerned about the provisions requiring 
state IDs to include high-resolution pho- 
tos and fingerprints for potential biometric 
identification. 


Privacy Concerns Raised by REAL ID 

“Biometric ID is the linchpin of the mod- 
ern surveillance society. Biometric means 
measurement of the body,” Kaye Beach 
said, in explaining why she refused in 
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2011 to not renew her driver’s license in 
Oklahoma. “In truth, we are being en- 
rolled into a global system of identifica- 
tion and control that links our bodies to 
our ability to buy, sell, and travel. And, it 
is being done through deception, coercion, 
and stealth.” 

After being ticketed for driving without 
a license, Beach hired a lawyer and her 
legal battle eventually gained the attention 
of the conservative Rutherford Institute, 
founded by constitutional lawyer John 
Whitehead. He explained Beach’s legal 
argument: “The biometric photographs 
digitalize your face and then put all your 
information into a central computer which 
goes worldwide, which means it’s like a 
facial scan.” This means, Whitehead con- 
tinued, that “wherever you go, that be- 
comes part of your ID card.” 

Many argue that REAL ID will acceler- 
ate the surveillance society that has been 
constructed over the past several years in 
the United States. As is the case with most 
government programs, it will continue to 
grow in size and scope. The central data- 
base created by REAL ID can only be ex- 
pected to collect an increasing amount of 
data on individuals, for an ever-increasing 
number of reasons. 

As it stands now, much data is collected 
on American citizens, but this information 
is spread across several databases. Con- 
solidating all this data into one database 
could be used for nefarious purposes, ei- 
ther by government bureaucrats or private 
companies. 

Another problem with a national ID 
card is that an individual American can 
be tracked much more easily. If all such 
information — visits to doctors’ offices, 
highway tolls, subways, gas stations, ho- 
tels, and so on — is entered into one giant 
database, a citizen’s movements within the 
country can be monitored and recorded. 
Then, “Big Brother is watching you” is not 
just an expression from George Orwell’s 
classic dystopian novel, 1984. 

In 2008, DHS Secretary Michael Cher- 
toff said he saw many more uses for the 
system of REAL ID, and suggested it 
could be used whenever a private citizen 
chose to “cash a check, hire a baby sitter, 
board a plane or engage in countless other 
activities.” 

When one combines this monitoring 
with the push for a “cashless society,” 
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No to “papers, please”: Not everyone likes the idea of being forced to have what is, in effect, 
a national ID card. Here we see citizens in Minnesota protesting against the implementation of 
REAL ID in their state. The Department of Homeland Security told the states that their citizens will 
not be able to conduct business in some federal buildings if they are not compliant with REAL ID. 


one can quickly determine where this is 
headed. The European Union (EU) is pres- 
ently pursuing a plan to impose limits on 
cash transactions. The EU bureaucrats 
behind this effort are very open about its 
purpose — they want to reduce “anonym- 
ity” in economic transactions, giving gov- 
ernment authorities the ability to monitor 
every transaction. 

What is the argument for monitoring 
virtually every transaction? Fighting ter- 
rorism, of course, which is the reason 
given for almost every increase in govern- 
ment invasion of our privacy over the past 
several years. Other excuses offered for 
ending the use of cash include “fighting 
drugs” or fighting other criminal activity. 
Any person opposing this contraction of 
liberty is dismissed as “soft on terror,” or 
“indifferent to the threat of terrorism.” 

REAL ID cards could be used in every 
financial transaction, justified as a way 
to stop fraudulent use of a credit or debit 
card, a bank transfer, or a check. 


Other Problems With REAL ID 

Congress originally estimated that the 
costs for implementation of this program 
would be about $100 million. But the Na- 
tional Conference of State Legislatures 
estimated the costs would be more like 
$11 billion over five years. Another prob- 


lem with REAL ID is that it turns local 
tag agencies and motor vehicle offices into 
agents for the federal government — an 
unfunded mandate upon the states. 

For example, the law stipulates that 
states cannot issue a REAL ID to any per- 
son who cannot prove U.S. citizenship. 
While this may sound like a positive to 
those concerned about illegal aliens, when 
one considers the large numbers of ille- 
gal aliens in the country, this would force 
local motor vehicle agents to determine 
who can and cannot be given a license. 
This would require extensive training in 
U.S. immigration law, which would be an- 
other cost to the taxpayer. 

Because of this, REAL ID is a back- 
door tax increase, one that members of 
Congress do not have to vote for. Instead, 
they are just passing the costs of this enor- 
mous program to state and local govern- 
ments. And this program would cause 
slower service for those citizens who are 
simply wishing to renew their automobile 
registrations. 


Making States Comply With REAL ID 

When REAL ID passed in May 2005, it 
was a part of a larger bill that provided for 
tsunami relief and military appropriations. 
Few Americans knew what was happen- 
ing, and it passed with little debate and no 
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hearings. Senator Bill Frist (R-Tenn.), who 
was at the time the senate majority leader, 
refused to allow any hearings or permit a 
separate vote on the measure. 

Though compliance with REAL ID 
was touted as “voluntary” for the states, 
DHS nonetheless emphasized that “many 
states may find noncompliance an unat- 
tractive option.” 

Over one-half of the states initially 
balked at implementing REAL ID provi- 
sions. But as is typical, when the federal 
government wants the states to do some- 
thing, they have a variety of weapons to 
gain compliance. For example, back in the 
1970s, Congress passed a national speed 
limit of 55 miles per hour, supposedly to 
save gasoline during the so-called energy 
crisis. There is no enumerated power in 
the Constitution for Congress to establish 
speed limits, but states were told if they 
did not lower their speed limits, their “fed- 
eral” highway funds would be taken away. 
Every state meekly complied. 

While many state legislators and gov- 
ernors boldly refused to implement the 
provisions of the new federal REAL ID 
law, resistance in the states is slowly 
being overcome — by the federal gov- 
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No ID, no entrance: This sign at the federal courthouse in Tacoma, Washington, illustrates one of 


ernment making “noncompliance an un- 
attractive option.” Using the threat that 
a person would not be able to board an 
airplane without the enhanced ID, enter 
certain federal buildings, or go onto 
military installations, intense pressure 
was brought upon the states to cave and 
implement REAL ID. 

As Reason magazine of January 10, 
2017 explained, “This year, after years of 
shifting deadlines on the federal govern- 
ment’s effort to create a backdoor national 
ID card, the TSA began posting signs at 
airports warning travelers that, as of Janu- 
ary 22, 2018, they’Il need identification 
documents compliant with the REAL ID 
Act, passed in 2005, to be allowed to fly.” 

Reason said the “scary signs are meant 
to apply pressure to those states balking 
at making their driver’s licenses compliant 
with federal requirements.” 

Technically, the REAL ID Act does not 
(and really cannot) force the states to com- 
ply, nor does it penalize states by withhold- 
ing federal funds. But by requiring compli- 
ant IDs to board commercial aircraft and 
the like, state legislators and governors 
have come under pressure from citizens 
(and voters) to capitulate to the federal law. 
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the methods the feds are using to push recalcitrant states into compliance with REAL ID, which is 


a de facto national identification card. 
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Another problem is that local media 
tend to emphasize the latest “crisis.” After 
a steady drumbeat of stories on television 
or radio, or in the newspapers, complete 
with grave-sounding editorials, the public 
is frightened into believing that they will 
no longer be able to travel by plane. 


What Can Be Done to Stop REAL ID? 
With state legislators and governors 
buckling under the pressure, what can 
be done? Simply put, Congress enacted 
REAL ID, and Congress can repeal it. 
The arguments that led recalcitrant states 
to finally give in (after a decade, in some 
cases) — such as the fear tactic that 
noncompliance will keep citizens from 
boarding airplanes and entering some 
federal buildings — are not applicable to 
members of Congress. 

After all, repeal of the law will restore 
the status quo ante — America will re- 
turn to the situation it was in before the 
passage of the REAL ID law, a situation 
in which Americans enjoyed traveling on 
airplanes and the like without a de facto 
national ID card. 

But to move Congress to repeal the law 
will require voters to tell their senators and 
representatives that they do not want the 
government to monitor their every move- 
ment. False information about a citizen 
can show up on the card — damaging 
information, often without the citizen’s 
knowledge. The No-Fly List, for example, 
has placed many Americans on it who are 
not terrorists, and are no threat to anyone. 
Little children have mistakenly been made 
part of the No-Fly List. The late Senator 
Edward Kennedy (D-Mass.) was even 
placed on the list. Although Kennedy 
might have been too dangerous to drive 
a car over a bridge on Chappaquiddick 
Island, he was highly unlikely to hijack 
an airplane. 

It will not be easy. As Ron Paul has 
said, “Support for the bill cuts across party 
lines — from statists like Senators Chuck 
Schumer (D-New York) and Lindsey Gra- 
ham (R-South Carolina) to U.S. Repre- 
sentatives Peter King (R-New York) and 
Nancy Pelosi (D-California). Powerful 
interests, from statists to certain corporate 
interests, favor the increasing expansion 
of the surveillance society.” 

But it is a fight Americans have to make 
— if they wish to preserve their liberty. Mi 
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Two Times the Kindness 


Jimmy Ford, a repo man in O’Fallon, II- 
linois, helped an elderly couple not once 
but twice in the last six months. 

Around Thanksgiving last year, Ford 
had to repossess Pat and Stanford Kip- 
ping’s 1998 Buick because they had 
missed their last five payments. The Kip- 
pings explained that they could not af- 
ford the vehicle payments because they 
were spending a great deal of money on 
medications for Stanford’s dementia, 
some of which they had had to forgo 
because the price of the medication had 
doubled. Ford decided to help the couple 
by creating a GoFundMe page, which 
raised approximately $25,000 and al- 
lowed the Kippings to pay off the vehicle, 
Today.com reported. 

Ford’s family and friends were among 
the GoFundMe page donors, and even 
detailed the car and changed the oil for 
them. Another friend bought the couple a 
turkey for Thanksgiving. 

But the story does not end there. 

Starpulse.com reported that Ford re- 
mained in touch with the couple, chatting 
with them on the phone and even occa- 
sionally going out to dinner with them. 

In March, Ford learned that Stanford 
had passed away from complications after 
a fall that required him to be airlifted to 
St. Louis by helicopter. After Stanford’s 
passing, Pat was left with insurmountable 
medical bills. 

Pat told Ford that she still had approxi- 
mately $8,000 left from Ford’s GoFund- 
Me campaign last year and that she would 
use that to pay some of the bills. Ford did 
not want that, however, as he knew that 
the money would be needed for funeral 
arrangements. 

Instead, Ford reopened the GoFundMe 
page and asked for donations to help Pat 
pay off Stanford’s medical expenses. He 
invited his own family and friends to 
donate as well, and collectively they’ve 
given $1,000. 

Ford set the GoFundMe page goal at 
$30,000, but hopes to collect more than 
that because the helicopter ride alone 
that was used to take Stan to the hospital 
could cost over $50,000. 

“Stan was a great person and treated 


www. TheNewAmerican.com 


everyone he met like family!” Ford wrote 
on the GoFundMe page. “If everyone 
could please donate $5, I think it would 
be a great help! Thats the price of a Big 
Mac value meal! Summer is coming so 
if you’re like me, you could skip a few 
lunches anyway!” 

One donor named Linda Krueger told 
Ford that his relationship with the Kip- 
pings is “the meaning of fate.” She noted, 
“You entered their lives in the most un- 
likely of ways. You were meant to.” 


Nurse Mays 


Thanks to the goodness of police officer 
Donald Carter of Kansas City, Missouri, 
Popeyes worker Shauna Mays can real- 
ize her dream of becoming a nurse, the 
Kansas City Star reported. 

Carter stopped at Popeyes for lunch in 
March and chatted with Mays briefly. He 
asked her if she did anything else besides 
working at Popeyes. She explained that 
it was her dream to attend nursing school 
but that she was struggling to save the 
tuition money. Mays told Carter that she 
was so desperate to become a nurse that 
she did not even care which type of nurse 
she wished to be. 

“IT could see she was so done with the 
fast food thing. Even still, she was polite 
and respectful — far from the typical em- 
ployee at this same location,” said Carter. 

Carter explained that he was touched 
by her story, and began to wonder 
what he could do to help. “The thought 
just dawned on me. I have 1,300 or so 
‘friends’ on FB, I think. If I put the call 
out there, maybe people would want to 
do something kind for this random young 
woman,” he said. 

He decided to create a GoFundMe page 
with a goal of raising $1,500, which it did 
in just 24 hours. The money is enough to 
help Mays get her CNA license. 

Carter delivered the good news to 
Mays in person, and she was thrilled to 
be able to get her CNA license. 

But the story doesn’t end there. Be- 
fore long, the campaign raised $14,000, 
enough for her to advance to an LPN. 

Carter wrote an update on the Go- 
FundMe page in which he thanked all the 
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donors for their generosity and explained 
how moved he was by the incredible 
acts of kindness for a woman who is a 
stranger to all of them. “The feelings that 
you generate when you give, the kindness 
you inspire when you share, and the hope 
you infuse when you look for ways to be 
kind to the people around you.... These 
are what have made these last few days 
incredible,” he wrote. 


A Small Boy’s 
Big Sacrifice 


At just seven years old, Brady Duke of 
Wausau, Wisconsin, has proven himself 
to be an incredible little boy who already 
understands sacrifice and empathy. 

When Duke heard that a local police 
officer, Detective Jason Weiland, had 
been killed in the line of duty, he wanted 
to comfort the other police officers. He 
knew that his most prized possession, his 
Nintendo Wii, was a source of comfort to 
him, and so he decided to send it to the 
Everest Metropolitan Police Department 
as a gift. 

“I knew I had to do something be- 
cause their police brother died,” Brady 
told CNN affiliate WSAW. Brady’s gift 
was accompanied by a letter in which he 
thanked the officers for all they do to pro- 
tect his family. 

Brady’s parents also included a letter 
explaining what an awesome sacrifice it 
was for Brady to give up his Wil. “This 
is Brady’s favorite thing.... After yester- 
day’s events he decided that he wants to 
give it to a police officer to make them 
feel better,” the letter explains. 

According to Wausau Police Deputy 
Chief Ben Bliven, the Wii has really 
helped the officers to relax when they 
need it. “We’re encouraging our officers 
to come in, take a break and de-stress,” 
Bliven told WSAW. 

The department was so touched by 
Brady’s thoughtful gesture that they 
chipped in and bought him an Xbox 360. 
“Thank you Brady for your love and 
compassion,” the department posted on 
its Facebook page. Hl 

— RAVEN CLABOUGH 


31 


THE 
BECO COLLECTION Clogance pr your bath Proudly Made In Kansas, USA 
rt aayedl $$, 


i SHOWERS ACCESSORIES 


the 
| 2 


ff-roading: 

vefarming OO" 

Whether a fe vehicle 10" ee 
eve CE OF HISTORY 


202 Anderson Avenue, Belvue, KS 66407 
800-669-9867 (phone) 800-393-6699 (fax) 


208-696-1080 www.onyxcollection.com 
3655 Professional Way, Idaho Falls, 83402 


Containerized Storage From 
The People Who Invented The Concept 


CONTAINER, INC. 
Serving You Since 1976 
Straight From the Harbor to Your Site 
Refrigerated Units Always Available 
LENGTHS UP TO 45' 
24-HOUR DELIVERY 
BUY OR RENT 


www.container.com 
1-S800-221-3/2/ 


AP Images 


“McCARTHYISM™ 


—A Term That Libels a Dead Patriot 


While the term “McCarthyism” gets slung about as a damning label meaning, essentially, 
unjust persecution, Joseph McCarthy was correct in his claims and just in his actions. 


al 
Person and purpose: Senator Joseph McCarthy was a dogged fighter in his cause to rid the 

government of communist spies. Here he is refusing the demand of Senator John McClellan that 
he divulge the names of his informants. 


by Steve Byas 


he continued use of the term “Mc- 
Carthyism” as a way to tar one’s 
political opponent 60 years after the 
death of Senator Joseph Raymond McCar- 
thy (he died May 2, 1957) has descended 
into even deeper levels of absurdity. De- 
fined by Webster’s Dictionary as “the use 
of indiscriminate, often unfounded, ac- 
cusations, sensationalism, inquisitional 
investigative methods, etc., as in the sup- 
pression of political opponents portrayed 
as subversive,” the term is now used as a 
weapon not only by the political Left, but 
also by far too many on the political Right. 
Whoever uses it, and however it is used, 
it is at best done out of ignorance, and at 
worst, by someone who is knowingly per- 
petrating a falsehood. 

For, rather than being a person who 
made wild accusations “without proper 
regard for evidence,” McCarthy was a pa- 
triot — a man who was trying to protect 
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his country from a totalitarian menace. 
There are far too many current examples 
of people using the term “McCarthyism.” 
A recent opinion piece defending Attorney 
General Jeff Sessions noted, “Sessions 
is the victim of the type of McCarthyite 
character assassination that the Left used 
to condemn.... In fact, what Sessions faced 
may be worse than McCarthyism.” In the 
state newspaper of a large, conservative 
Christian denomination, an article about 
former NFL football coach Tony Dungy, 
who is also a well-respected Christian, re- 
ported that Dungy had been attacked for 
offering a view that did not coincide with 
the accepted liberal position, and the arti- 
cle was entitled, “Christian McCarthyism: 
Tony Dungy.” The article began, “There is 
a new McCarthyism sweeping across our 
cultural landscape,” asserting that those 
who hold to a biblical worldview are the 
victims of this “Christian McCarthyism.” 
Referencing the accusations from the 
Left that President Donald Trump con- 


spired with the Russians to interfere in 
our recent presidential election to the 
detriment of Democratic presidential can- 
didate Hillary Clinton, Fox News’ Chris 
Wallace invoked the term in Trump’s de- 
fense. On Fox News Sunday, host Wallace 
accused Senator Chris Coons (D-Del.) of 
charging Trump had indeed colluded with 
the Russians, based on some alleged FBI 
transcripts. 

Speaking the week before the program, 
Coons had said, “There are transcripts that 
provide very helpful, very critical insights 
into whether or not Russian intelligence 
and senior Russian political leaders, in- 
cluding Vladimir Putin were cooperating 
with, colluding with the Trump campaign 
at the highest levels to influence the out- 
come of our election.” 

After showing a video clip of Coons’ 
comments, Wallace responded, “Senator, 
we’re talking here about the president of 
the United States. Isnt there more than a 
whiff of McCarthyism for you as a U.S. 
senator to say there were transcripts out 
there that provide insight into whether 
or not there was collusion, but you don’t 
even know whether they exist?” (Empha- 
sis added.) 

While Wallace expertly demonstrated 
the dishonesty of Senator Coons, he un- 
fairly smeared the late Senator McCarthy 
in order to make his point. 

Amazingly, President Trump did the 
same with one of his nocturnal Tweets: 
“Terrible! Just found out that Obama had 
my ‘wires tapped’ in Trump Tower just 
before the victory. Nothing found. This is 
McCarthyism!” (Emphasis added.) 


The Left Continues to 

Conjure Up “McCarthyism” 

Not to be outdone, commentators on the 
Left have injected the ghost of McCarthy 
into the current debate over Trump’s al- 
leged collusion with the Russians. They, 
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Lies stacked on falsehoods: McCarthy is shown with his trusted assistant, Roy Cohn. Cohn said 
the 1977 TV movie 7ail-Gunner Joe opened and closed with lies about McCarthy. But it is typical 
of the multitudes of falsehoods told about him in the past 60 years. 


however, see McCarthyism as a practice 
that Trump himself is using! In New York 
Magazine, for example, a recent article tied 
Trump to McCarthy. “Trump was literally 
mentored by Roy Cohn, McCarthy’s right- 
hand man. Trump, like McCarthy, alleges 
the existence of a shadowy cabal of govern- 
ment bureaucrats to which he attributes near 
unlimited power.” Cohn, whom Trump has 
retained as an attorney in the past, worked 
for McCarthy back in the 1950s. 

Ofcourse, New York Magazine contends 
that Trump’s allegations are as spurious as 
they assume McCarthy’s were. “Trump, 
like McCarthy, uses reckless accusations 
to whip his supporters into a frenzy and 
disorient his foes,” the magazine argued, 
saying that “Trump’s most McCarthyite 
quality” was “his indifference to truth.” 
(Emphasis added). 

Similarly, Tony Norman wrote in the 
Pittsburg Post-Gazette, “McCarthyism is 
afoot in the land, but the biggest exemplar 
of its odious politics is Roy Cohn’s mentee 
— Donald J. Trump.” 

We are not surprised that those on the 
political Left stoop to besmirching the 
reputation of a patriot such as McCarthy 
to make their progressive arguments. But, 
sadly, this term — McCarthyism — has 
been used for so long, and with so little 
opposition, that it is not surprising to see 
those on the Right side of the political 
spectrum appropriate the term for their 
own purposes. 
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Ordinarily, the way those on the Right 
use the term assumes that McCarthy was 
wrong. Sean Hannity of Fox News, for 
example, has charged liberals of practic- 
ing “McCarthyism of the Left.” Some 
are even more ingenious in creating new 
“branches” of McCarthyism. A renowned 
theology professor at Southern Baptist 
Theological Seminary, Albert Mohler, 
once wrote a column about what he termed 
“Moral McCarthyism.” 

Mohler is highly regarded as a brilliant 
and dedicated evangelical theologian. He 
used the term to describe those who are at- 
tacking the traditional standards of moral- 
ity. “Instead of asking if people are mem- 
bers of the Communist Party, the question 
will be: ‘Are you now or have you ever 
been one who believes that homosexuality 
(or bisexuality, transsexualism and so on) 
is anything less that morally acceptable?” 

While Mohler has a legitimate concern, 
it is not fair to malign the reputation of 
a dead patriot in order to make his point, 
however legitimate. Again, as is the case 
with Trump, Wallace, Hannity, and others 
who are not regarded as liberals, Mohler 
probably has no idea what McCarthy did 
or did not do, six decades ago. 

Writing in Human Events, the late M. 
Stanton Evans, author of the definitive 
book on McCarthy, Blacklisted by His- 
tory, responded to the use of the term by 
conservatives. “How ironic, then, to have 
conservative spokesmen at talk radio 


shows, the blogosphere or Fox News ro- 
botically utter liberal falsehoods about 
McCarthy.” Evans speculated that these 
conservative commentators gave no hint 
that they “know anything about the sub- 
ject.” Evans lamented that it “was pain- 
fully clear that the talkers knew nothing 
of McCarthy, but were simply reciting in 
half-remembered phrases the standard 
liberal line about him.” 


The Liberal Smear of McCarthy 


The liberal line has certainly been unre- 
lentingly negative. 

I remember watching on my little black 
and white TV in my college dorm room 
a Sunday night TV movie, Zail-Gunner 
Joe, that was a hatchet-job on the late 
Senator Joseph McCarthy. My mostly 
apolitical roommate decided to watch the 
NBC broadcast with me. I was the history 
major, while he was the music major, so 
it is not surprising that I was much more 
aware of who McCarthy was, and what he 
had done, but I decided not to tell him my 
views on McCarthy, so as to see what his 
reaction would be to what I expected to be 
liberal propaganda. 

The story line usually given about Mc- 
Carthy in history books and the popular 
culture is that he terrorized the nation from 
1950 to 1954, with Americans quaking in 
fear that they would be next to be falsely 
accused of being a communist, and sent to 
prison. The movie not only adopted this 
narrative, it went to rather absurd lengths 
to advance this false picture of McCarthy. 
“They conceded to him not one decent 
human quality,” was the response of Mc- 
Carthy’s top aide, Roy Cohn, to the movie. 

Cohn contended that the movie opened 
and closed with a lie. Not content to chal- 
lenge his accusations concerning commu- 
nist infiltration into the U.S. government, 
the movie even denigrated his war record 
in World War II. McCarthy, as a judge at 
the time, could have taken an exemption 
from service, but did not. Rather, he won 
a commendation from Admiral Chester 
Nimitz for his service. Nimitz said that 
McCarthy participated in a large number 
of combat missions, obtained vital pho- 
tographs of enemy gun positions despite 
intense anti-aircraft fire, and continued to 
carry out his duties after suffering a se- 
vere leg injury, for which he refused to be 
hospitalized. 
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But NBC chose not to relate any of that, 
instead leaving the uninformed viewer 
with the impression that, as Cohn said, “all 
he did was shoot at coconuts.” 

The movie was unrelenting in its pre- 
sentation of McCarthy as a uniformly de- 
spicable character. About an hour into the 
three-hour movie, my roommate started 
laughing. “Nobody could have been this 
bad,” he said. NBC had gone overboard 
with my roommate, but unfortunately, 
most others who have watched such 
propaganda believed it. By the time the 
movie showed a totally fabricated scene 
of a hospitalized and supposedly psychotic 
McCarthy using a mop to defend himself 
from the doctors and nurses, whom he be- 
lieved were communists, the movie was 
nothing but a comedy to my roommate. 

But in a way, it is no laughing matter. 
It is as if the real-life Joseph McCarthy 
never existed, and in his place 
is a fictional arch-villain. The 
myth that McCarthy terrorized 
the country for almost five 
years, smearing the reputations 
of uniformly innocent individ- 
uals, falsely accusing scores of 
being in league with a global 
communist conspiracy, is firm- 
ly established in the minds of 
most Americans — and has 
been assigned the term “Mc- 
Carthyism.” 


McCarthy's Limited Goals 
The term appeared early in 
the pages of the Daily Worker, 
an official newspaper of the 
American Communist Party. 
While it would be odd that a 
communist newspaper would 
even care that McCarthy was 
destroying the reputations 
of folks who were not com- 
munists, it is not surprising 
that the Daily Worker would 
hate a U.S. senator who ex- 
hibited amazing zeal and en- 
ergy in fighting actual com- 
munist infiltration of the U.S. 
government. 

McCarthy’s goals were al- 
ways much narrower than has 
generally been stated. His ef- 
forts were concentrated on get- 
ting communists out of sensi- 
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Ordinarily, the way those on the Right use the term assumes that 
McCarthy was wrong. Sean Hannity of Fox News, for example, has 
charged liberals of practicing “McCarthyism of the Left.” 


tive positions inside the U.S. government. 
Unless one takes the position that a person 
somehow has a right to a government job 
while simultaneously spying for a hostile 
foreign power, this actually seems highly 
commendable. Furthermore, he was trou- 
bled that the Truman administration had 
not taken action to rid the government 
of communist spies. And yes, there were 
multitudes of such spies in sensitive posi- 
tions inside the government — many more 
than the more infamous ones such as Alger 
Hiss and the atomic spies Ethel and Julius 
Rosenberg. 

Conservative columnist John T. Flynn 


“YOU MEAN I'M SUPPOSED TO STAND ON THAT?” 
ms 


McCarthy libel: Political cartoonist Herblock has been credited by some 
as being the first to use the term “McCarthyism.” Another early user of 
the term was the Daily Worker, an official Communist Party newspaper. 
Sadly, even some conservatives are ignorant of what McCarthy actually 
did, and use the term in a derogatory way. 


noted that it was clear what McCarthy 
wanted to do. “McCarthy was not per- 
secuting radicals or even Communists. 
His aim was at only Communists and 
spies inside the government, including 
the Army.” In a 1987 article for THE NEw 
AMERICAN, James Drummey offered his 
definition of McCarthyism: “McCarthy- 
ism was a serious attempt to remove from 
positions of influence the advocates of 
communism.... Communist conspirators 
and their friends do not fear those who 
denounce communism in general terms; 
they do greatly fear those who would ex- 
pose their conspiratorial activities. That 
is why they hated and fought 
Joe McCarthy more than any 
other public figure in this cen- 
tury.” 

“If anything,” wrote his- 
torian Larry Schweikart in A 
Patriot's History of the United 
States, “McCarthy’s investiga- 
tions underestimated the num- 
ber of active Soviet agents in 
the country.” 

This is confirmed by Carl 
Bernstein, a contributing edi- 
tor of Vanity Fair, who is best 
known for his role in breaking 
the Watergate story, which won 
him a Pulitzer Prize in 1973. In 
his Loyalties: A Sons Memoir, 
Bernstein revealed that both 
his parents were secret mem- 
bers of the Communist Party, 
only two of the thousands sent 
by the Communist Party to 
Washington, D.C., during the 
New Deal Era of the 1930s. 

Bernstein’s father tried to 
dissuade him from telling 
the truth about the extent of 
the communist infiltration of 
the government during those 
times. “You’re going to prove 
McCarthy was right because 
all he was saying is that the 
system was loaded with Com- 
munists. And he was right.... 
I’m worried about the kind 
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The movie was unrelenting in its presentation of McCarthy asa 
uniformly despicable character. About an hour into the three-hour 
movie, my roommate started laughing. “Nobody could have been this 


bad,” he said. 


of book you’re going to write and about 
cleaning up McCarthy. The problem is that 
everybody said he was a liar; you’re say- 
ing he was right.” 

Some of the falsehoods often repeated 
about McCarthy border on the ridiculous. 
For example, it is said as a fact that Mc- 
Carthy, in his position as chairman of the 
House Committee on Un-American Activ- 
ities, created the Hollywood Blacklist in 
which certain actors, directors, producers, 
and writers lost their jobs in the movies, or 
could not find work, due to a “blacklist” 
that named them as communists. And it 
was supposedly all the work of McCarthy. 

First of all, since McCarthy was a U.S. 
senator, it should be obvious to a person of 
average intelligence that he was not going 
to be amember of a committee of the House 
of Representatives, much less its chairman. 


Furthermore, McCarthy said little about the 
issue of communist subversion as an issue 
before 1950, and the Hollywood Blacklist 
was already in existence. Finally, McCar- 
thy did not address the issue of communists 
in Hollywood or in any other private indus- 
try, but rather expressed alarm at only those 
who held sensitive positions inside the U.S. 
government. 

By the time McCarthy did address the 
issue of subversion in 1950, the number 
of persons under the heel of communist 
dictatorships around the world had grown 
from less than 200 million to 800 million. 
The Rosenbergs had contributed to the 
Soviet A-bomb. Alger Hiss, who had been 
in the U.S. State Department and was a 
central figure in the creation of the United 
Nations (even serving as its first secretary- 
general), had been a key aide to President 


McCarthy and the many communists: Alger Hiss (right) was one of the highest-ranking, 
known Soviet spies who had infiltrated the U.S. government. He was a key advisor to President 
Franklin Roosevelt, and was the first secretary-general of the United Nations. Other communist 
spies included Julius and Ethel Rosenberg (left), who gave atomic secrets to the Soviet Union, 
allowing it to create atomic weapons. They were later executed. They were among hundreds 

of Soviet spies to infiltrate the U.S. government. Many now realize that, if anything, McCarthy 
underestimated the number of Soviet spies. 
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Franklin Roosevelt, and was a respected 
pillar of the American establishment. He 
was eventually convicted for lying under 
oath about his espionage activities on be- 
half of Joseph Stalin and the Soviet Union. 


The McCarthy Era Is Launched 

In February 1950, McCarthy flew to 
Wheeling, West Virginia, to deliver a 
speech as a guest of the Ohio County Re- 
publican Women’s Club, on occasion of 
their Lincoln Day Dinner. Just under 300 
Republican activists became witnesses to 
the opening of what is now called the Mc- 
Carthy Era, as McCarthy would deliver a 
rousing salvo against the Truman admin- 
istration for its failure to rid the U.S. gov- 
ernment of Soviet spies. 

According to McCarthy’s aide, Roy 
Cohn, McCarthy’s interest in the issue 
began just before Thanksgiving 1949, 
when three unidentified men, including 
an Army intelligence officer, visited him. 
They were concerned about a 100-page 
document prepared by the FBI that listed 
names of individuals “known to be active 
in the [Communist] Party” who were bur- 
rowed deep inside the agencies of the gov- 
ernment. The men had failed to interest 
three other senators to take the lead on the 
issue, and decided to bring their concerns 
to the less well-known McCarthy instead. 

After reading the document, McCar- 
thy was alarmed, and decided to take on 
the issue. 

And take it on he did, to the startled 
ladies in Wheeling, announcing that he 
had “in my hand” a list of people in the 
State Department who were “either card- 
carrying Communists or certainly loyal 
to the Communist Party.” The number of 
these “card-carrying” communists, ac- 
cording to McCarthy, was 57. Oddly, very 
soon after the speech, the exact number 
of communists located inside the State 
Department became the point of conten- 
tion. McCarthy’s detractors argued that he 
had said 205, not 57, and when McCarthy 
later testified under oath, before a Senate 
committee about the number 57, he was 
actually threatened with perjury! 

The larger number, 205, was, in McCar- 
thy’s words, not a list, but rather a statistic. 
According to M. Stanton Evans, it came 
from a letter that Secretary of State James 
Byrnes had written in 1946 to a U.S. con- 
gressman. It appears that Byrnes had said 
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there were 284 State Department employ- 
ees on whom security screeners had made 
adverse findings. As of the writing of 
Byrnes’ letter, 79 had been removed, leav- 
ing 205. 

It is indeed strange that the question 
of whether the number of communist 
spies in the State Department was 57 or 
205 should become more important of an 
issue than the fact that there were spies in 
the first place. As Ann Coulter put it in an 
article in Human Events, “Having only 57 
Communists in the State Department was 
apparently considered a great success for 
a Democratic administration.” 

While the speech had been broadcast 
over the radio, and even taped, it appears 
that the radio station erased the tape be- 
fore the numbers controversy erupted 
(this being the standard practice then for 
radio stations to re-use tapes). The local 
newspaper, The Wheeling Intelligencer, 
ran an article by reporter Frank Desmond, 
in which he wrote that McCarthy had said 
205. McCarthy had given Desmond a 
rough draft copy of his speech in which 
the higher number 205 appeared, and Des- 
mond used that number in his article. 

McCarthy had also given rough draft 
copies to two other individuals, but 
stressed to them that he would be revis- 
ing it before delivery. Desmond later com- 
mented that the 205 quotation was taken 
from the rough draft of the speech, and not 
actually from what McCarthy had said in 
his talk. The two other men who had been 
given rough drafts also testified that Mc- 
Carthy did not simply read his speech, 
but rather spoke extemporaneously. Had 
McCarthy actually read his speech ver- 
batim, Evans noted, the audience would 
have heard outlandish statements such 
as the Soviet Union controlled 80 billion 
people, and no person there recalled any 
such thing. 

Evans tracked down three attendees 
of the speech in 2000, shortly after the 
50th anniversary of the Wheeling talk. All 
three agreed that McCarthy was clearly 
not reading his speech. The most detailed 
memory came from Eva Lou Ingersoll, 
who insisted that McCarthy’s 57 num- 
ber was the correct number. According 
to Evans, after the numbers controversy 
erupted, Ingersoll consulted notes she had 
taken. She had indeed written 205, but she 
had also written “57 cc.” She explained to 
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Another victimless “crime”: Annie Lee Moss was used at the time as an example of McCarthy 
“smearing an innocent person,” but the Subversive Activities Control Board vindicated McCarthy’s 
charge that she was indeed a member of the Communist Party working in a sensitive position 
within the U.S. Signal Corps. Unfortunately, their conclusion came after McCarthy’s death, and 


has been largely ignored by historians and others. 


Evans that the first figure (205) referred to 
the number being investigated, while the 
57 referred to “card-carrying” members of 
the Communist Party. 

But instead of concern about 57 Com- 
munist Party members loyal to the Soviet 
Union working inside the U.S. Depart- 
ment of State, the Truman administration 
and its defenders circled the wagons, and 
made McCarthy the issue. Many insisted 
that McCarthy reveal the names of the 
communists on his list, but McCarthy 
refused. He explained that his goal was 
not to unfairly announce the names to the 
general public (and possibly smear truly 
innocent individuals), but rather to move 
the Truman administration to take action. 

Exactly how many Soviet spies had 
permeated the U.S. government is, of 
course, unknown, but scholars examining 
the voluminous KGB files have concluded 
it was immense. Arthur Herman, writing 
in Joseph McCarthy, noted that Allan 
Weinstein and Alexander Vassiliev went 
through the KGB files and compiled a 
list of classified materials taken by Soviet 
spies, and it “ran to over 150 single-spaced 
pages.” And that probably only represent- 
ed a fraction of the total. 


The Lie That McCarthy 
Terrorized the Country 
Perhaps the biggest lie told about Mc- 
Carthy is that he terrorized the country, 
with innocent Americans quaking in fear 
that they would be “next” to spend time 


in prison, falsely accused of being a com- 
munist. Writing in The Web of Subversion, 
James Burnham reviewed the statistics of 
the so-called terror of the McCarthy Era, 
and found the number of persons killed 
was zero; the number of persons wounded 
or injured was zero; the number of persons 
tortured was zero; the number of persons 
arrested without a warrant was zero; the 
number of persons held or imprisoned 
without trial was zero; the number of per- 
sons evicted, exiled, or deported was zero; 
and the number of persons deprived of due 
process was also zero. 

In the midst of what was supposedly a 
McCarthy reign of terror, with the Wis- 
consin senator supposedly making wild 
accusations against innocent persons, 
the Communist Party functioned legally, 
publicly recruited new members, and pub- 
lished newspapers, books, and journals in 
the millions of copies. 

In stark contrast, in the administration 
of President Woodrow Wilson, an icon of 
the progressive Left, almost 1,000 individ- 
uals went to prison under the terms of the 
Espionage Act. The Wilson administration 
even prosecuted a filmmaker who made 
the film The Spirit of ’76, in which British 
Redcoats were, naturally, the “bad guys.” 
But because the British were now our al- 
lies in the First World War, this was con- 
sidered seditious, and the man received a 
10-year prison sentence, later commuted 
to three years. 

As former Secretary of War Elihu 
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In the midst of what was supposedly a McCarthy reign of terror, 
the Communist Party functioned legally, publicly recruited new 
members, and published newspapers, books, and journals in the 


millions of copies. 


Root put it, as quoted by the New York 
Times, “We must have no criticism now.” 
Root later hardened his position, argu- 
ing that “there are men walking about 
the streets of this city tonight who ought 
to be taken out at sunrise tomorrow and 
shot for treason.” 

Then, during the administration of 
President Franklin Roosevelt (perhaps an 
even greater icon of the Left), FDR signed 
Executive Order 9066 in February 1942, 
authorizing the arrest of American citi- 
zens and residents of Japanese ancestry, all 
without warrants, indictments, or hearings. 
Three-fourths were American citizens, and 
they were locked up for three years. 

Yet, McCarthy conducted a reign of 
terror? 

Of all the individuals supposedly un- 
fairly smeared by McCarthy, perhaps none 
was more sympathetically cast than Annie 
Lee Moss, an Army Signal Corps employ- 
ee. Moss had been listed as a member of 
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the Communist Party until 1945, when she 
obtained a job in the Signal Corps cafete- 
ria. Later, she was moved into what was 
clearly a much more sensitive position in 
the Pentagon coding room. An FBI infor- 
mant, Mary Markward, alerted Roy Cohn 
about Moss. Markward had infiltrated the 
Communist Party, and swore to having 
seen Moss’s name and address on a list of 
Communist Party members in the Wash- 
ington, D.C., area. 

Moss’s job allowed her access to clas- 
sified material, but the Army argued that 
she was merely a relay machine operator. 
She was called to appear before McCar- 
thy’s Senate committee in March 1954. It 
was known that she had been suspended 
from her job as a result of the charges 
against her, and she was now unem- 
ployed. While many who came before 
McCarthy’s committee opted to “take 
the fifth,’ Moss did not, and denied her 
membership in the party, although simply 


Ferreting out infiltrators: In this scene from a courtroom in a federal building in Boston in 1953, 
McCarthy’s committee is probing possible communist infiltration into a defense plant operated by 


the General Electric Corporation. 
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being a member of the Communist Party 
was not a crime. She even answered, 
“Who’s that?” when she was asked if she 
had ever heard of Karl Marx, effecting a 
look of puzzlement. 

Moss offered that perhaps this could all 
be just a case of mistaken identity. “I know 
there are three Annie Lee Mosses living in 
the area,” and she speculated that could be 
the reason that copies of the Daily Worker 
were delivered to her 72 R Street address. 
Moss said she would soon be reduced to 
welfare because of her job loss. 

Democrat Senator Stuart Symington 
offered to get her a new job, to an explo- 
sion of applause from the sympathetic au- 
dience inside the committee room. After 
Edward R. Murrow’s See Jt Now program 
aired, featuring Moss as an example of 
the tyranny of Senator McCarthy, phone 
calls and telegrams ran almost nine to one 
in her support. 

Evans contended that Moss was prepped 
by Symington before her appearance, cit- 
ing the transcript for evidence. Syming- 
ton asked her if she knew of anyone else 
in town named Moss — “Have you ever 
looked up a telephone number — are there 
any Mosses in Washington besides you?” 

But in 1958, the Subversive Activities 
Control Board issued a report on the case. 
Without equivocation, it stated that the 
Annie Lee Moss who took the witness 
stand that day in 1954, and denied ever 
having been a Communist Party member, 
was indeed the same Annie Lee Moss who 
had been a member of the party. 

There were not three Annie Lee Mosses 
in D.C., but only one: the one who had per- 
jured herself before a Senate committee. 

Of course, by the time this report was 
released, McCarthy had been dead for 
several months. This is just one exam- 
ple of how McCarthy was not smearing 
“innocent” people, but was rather trying 
to expose actual communists — loyal 
to a hostile foreign power — working 
in sensitive positions inside the U.S. 
government. 

Stanton Evans’ father, Medford, put it 
well: “The restoration of McCarthy ... 
is a necessary part of the restoration of 
America, for if we have not the national 
character to repent of the injustice we did 
him, nor in high places the intelligence 
to see that he was right, then it seems 
unlikely we can or ought to survive.” Hi 
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EXERCISING THE RIGHT 


Sisters vs. Burglar 


The Pantagraph reported on April 22 out of 
Bloomington, Ohio, about a terrifying or- 
deal for two women who were visiting their 
elderly parents. Kim Sinnott and her twin 
sister, Tamie Lesher, came from Hamilton 
to Bloomington to celebrate their father’s 
75th birthday. The sisters were staying 
overnight at their parents’ house when the 
incident occurred. The parents had recently 
installed a security system after being the 
victims of a burglary. Fortunately, no one 
was home at the time of the crime, and the 
only thing lost were possessions that were 
stolen by the burglar. Things would be dif- 
ferent this time when the home security 
alarm went off at 1:30 a.m. The two sisters 
got out of bed, and Sinnott grabbed her fa- 
ther’s .32-caliber handgun while her sister 
grabbed a metal pipe for self-defense. The 
two sisters went downstairs to investigate, 
and they encountered an intruder in the de- 
tached garage. 

Sinnott yelled at the man that she was 
armed and for him to stop moving, but the 
burglar charged at her. Sinnott said she was 
“fearing for her life” as the intruder tackled 
her to the ground. “Anything could have 
happened by just the way he lunged at me, 
and I had the gun in his face and told him 
not to come out because I would shoot.... He 
probably thought I wouldn’t shoot,” Sinnott 
told the Pantagraph. She was terrified of the 
man’s mental state considering that he still 
attacked her after her warning. “TI told him 
that I had a gun. I was standing there look- 
ing at him with the gun pointing at him.... I 
told him a hundred times not to come out 
because I had a gun and that I would shoot 
and that we were waiting for the cops, that 
we had the cops on the line right now.” Sin- 
nott says that as the man wrestled with her, 
dragging her to where her sister’s car was 
parked, she was left with no other option 
but to fire at him. “When he grabbed me and 
pulled me down I was fearing for my life.... 
I shot him just for him to let me go. I don’t 
know if it was in the leg or in the foot. I was 
scared to death.” 

The injured suspect fled after being shot 
but was picked up by authorities responding 
to the 911 calls. The burglary suspect was 
later identified as 21-year-old Mykale B. 
Davis. Davis was treated at a nearby medical 
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“.. the right of the people to keep and bear Arms, shall not be infringed.” 
_ Slee. 


facility for non-life-threatening injuries and 
has been charged with one count of burglary 
and one count of battery. Sinnott said she 
was not physically injured during the scuffle 
but expects to feel the emotional effect for 
some time. She said she’s “still shook up be- 
cause I had my granddaughter in (the house) 
with my parents. My folks aren’t doing too 
well. They’re elderly.” Sinnott explained 
that she has been raising the granddaughter 
since her own daughter, the girls’ mother, 
tragically passed away when the child was 
two years old. Sinnott also lost her husband 
to cancer more than a year earlier. Sinnott re- 
mains strong even in the face of such losses: 
“God doesn’t give you anything you can’t 
handle, but I’m about done.” 


Acted Wisely 


The Times Record reported on April 19 
out of Fort Smith, Arkansas, about a man 
under the influence of drugs who terror- 
ized employees of a local business. The 
suspect, identified as Michael A. Woith, 
would later admit to injecting and smok- 
ing methamphetamine the morning before 
the incident occurred. 

The crazed Woith entered Fort Smith 
Blue Print, Inc., shortly before 11 a.m. 
waving a large rock in the air and wildly 
claiming that he was being chased. After 
repeatedly being told to leave, Woith ran 
around the business slamming into walls 
and knocking over displays. A terrified 
employee of the business grabbed a 9mm 
handgun and pointed it at Woith and or- 
dered him to leave the store. After not 
responding to the demand, the employee 
fired the pistol, and the bullet hit Woith in 
the shoulder. Woith stumbled backward 
from the impact and then threw the rock 
he was holding at the employees. Fortu- 
nately he did not hit anyone. Woith ran 
from the store and out into traffic, where 
his erratic behavior continued. Police 
soon arrived on the scene and appre- 
hended him. He was treated at a nearby 
medical facility, and a police hold was 
placed on him for suspicion of aggra- 
vated assault, disorderly conduct, public 
intoxication, and resisting arrest. 

Sebastian County Prosecutor Dan Shue 
would later issue a news release stating that 


the employee, James Wisely, acted lawful- 
ly in shooting Woith: “It is the opinion of 
this office that James Wisely was justified 
in his use of force, which does not merit 
the filing of any criminal activity.” Shue 
cited the applicable statute, which states 
that a “person is justified in using deadly 
physical force upon another person if the 
person reasonably believes that the other 
person is committing or about to commit 
a felony involving force or violence; using 
or about to use unlawful deadly physical 
force.” Shue went on to explain that the 
law’s duty to retreat requirement was met 
because Wisely “could not retreat ... with 
complete safety, while witnessing the 
frightening and aggressive actions made 
by Mr. Woith.... Furthermore, the criminal 
intent of Michael Woith placed Mr. Wise- 
ly in imminent fear for his life and he is 
entitled to act upon his honest belief that 
deadly physical force should be applied.” 


Message Sent 


WFIE reported out of Evansville, Indiana, 
about a 76-year-old woman who used a 
warning shot to scare off an intruder. The 
woman was fast asleep in her bed when 
she was jarred awake by the sounds of her 
front door being kicked in. She quickly 
grabbed her gun, which she has kept 
nearby ever since she was the victim of 
a break-in years ago. The woman ran to 
the front door in time to witness a shirtless 
man attempting to break in to her house. 
She yelled to the intruder that she was 
armed and that she would shoot him if he 
didn’t stop. The burglar continued to try 
to force his way in, so the elderly woman 
fired her gun. The woman said she wasn’t 
trying to hit the man and just wanted to 
fire a warning shot. The bullet hit the 
ground near the suspect, close enough to 
scare him away. The woman’s home alarm 
system alerted the authorities to the break- 
in, and responding officers soon arrived, 
but the suspect had already fled. 

Sergeant Jason Cullum of the Evans- 
ville police told WFIE that the victim is 
“in her upper 70s, and she has every right 
to defend herself. That’s her castle and in 
Indiana, the castle doctrine is in effect.” Hi 

— PATRICK KREY 


THE NEW AMERICAN ¢ MAY 22, 2017 


It’s Past Time to Stop 
Overtaxing Our Patience 


and Our Future 


IrEM: When President Donald Trump 
announced that his administration was 
going to follow through with attempts to 
make major tax reductions, the left-wing 
opposition emerged even before any de- 
tails were known — to include the inevi- 
table charges that such actions would be 
“tax cuts for the rich” who are not pay- 
ing their “fair share” and represent more 
“corporate welfare” 

For example, the New York Times on 
April 22, in its front-page coverage, be- 
moaned that “some skeptics were left 
questioning whether Mr. Trump was 
keeping his campaign promises to give 
working-class Americans a higher prior- 
ity than Wall Street bankers.” 

The Times, again not surprisingly, found 
the usual suspects to echo the skepticism, 
such as Ohio Democrat Senator Sherrod 
Brown — who is apparently unconcerned 
that there are multinational corporations 
with little incentive to repatriate trillions 
of dollars of foreign earnings that could 
assist the U.S. economy. 

Brown, said the Times, “assailed Mr. 
Trump for trying to undermine rules that 
were put in place to protect the economy.” 
The paper quoted him saying: “We should 
be working to lower taxes for hardworking 
families and workers across Ohio, not help- 
ing multimillion-dollar corporations cheat 
the system to avoid paying their fair share.” 
ITEM: Other reasons had already been 
aired against tax reductions. The New 
York Post on April 11, for instance, de- 
clared: “The Senate s top Democrat said 
President Trump ’s refusal to release his 
tax returns is going to make this year’s 
promised overhaul of the tax code ‘much 
harder.’ Sen. Chuck Schumer (D-N.Y.) 
says Trump is opening himself to second 
guessing about his motives for support- 
ing different policies and that the average 
American will think he’s making changes 
because ‘it’s good for him.’” 

ITEM: Similar opposition talking points 
were also in action in the New York 
Times on April 8. The establishment echo 


Call 1-800-727-TRUE to subscribe today! 


ai 


Trying to create jobs: As part of his efforts to reinvigorate the American economy, President 


Trump has set his goals on simplifying the tax code and lowering the business tax. Of course to 
hit the trifecta, government would also have to cut spending. 


chamber — that is, the newspaper — re- 
ported: “Representative Hakeem Jeffries, 
a New York Democrat, said this week 
that tax code changes should be delayed 
until members of Congress can review Mr. 
Trump’ tax returns to see how an over- 
haul of the tax code might benefit him. 
And last week Terri A. Sewell, an Alabama 
Democrat on the Ways and Means Com- 
mittee, declared at a hearing that it was 
‘imperative to know how such tax reform 
affects the president.’” 

Item: The Huffington Post also had a 
major cautionary piece on tax-cutting, and 
found many to parrot its concerns, such 
as Harry Stein, director of fiscal policy at 
the “liberal” Center for American Prog- 
ress. An article on August 17, citing Stein, 
said: “Democrats need to pay attention 
and sweat the details of anything Trump 
and congressional Republicans offer as 
they unroll their tax-reform plans in the 
coming weeks. ‘If you like the tax system 
being progressive, we need to make sure 
that we’re not doing anything to give rich 
people and corporations more ways of not 
paying taxes,’ Stein said.” 

CORRECTION: With such protectors of the 
“little guy,” it’s no wonder that every- 
thing under the sun is taxed, especially 
our patience. 

As it is, the feds are shaking us down 


for about $3.5 trillion this year, and that 
does not cover what our supposed rep- 
resentatives are paying out — adding to 
our rapidly rising debt payments that are 
projected to be larger than defense expen- 
ditures in a mere decade. 

Accordingly, we have made a pledge: 
We will never again complain about 
“cheap politicians.” 

Yet, there was a time, shortly before the 
passage of the 16th Amendment, when 
Uncle Sam lived within his income — and 
without most of yours — and without im- 
posing the highest corporate tax in the in- 
dustrialized world, which is the case today. 

For some perspective, and at the risk of 
eliciting tears, this is how you give birth 
to a monster. Mark Perry, writing for the 
Foundation for Economic Education, re- 
cently recalled that individual “federal in- 
come tax rates started at 1% in 1913, and 
the maximum marginal income tax rate was 
only 7% on incomes above $500,000 (more 
than $12 million in today’s dollars).” 

As noted by Perry, a scholar at the 
American Enterprise Institute and a pro- 
fessor of economics and finance at the 
University of Michigan’s Flint campus, 
the personal exemption in 1913 “was 
$3,000 for individuals ($72,850 in today’s 
dollars) and $4,000 for married couples 
($97,000 in today’s dollars), meaning that 


41 


AP Images 


very few Americans had to pay federal in- 
come tax since the average income in 1913 
was only about $750.” 

Needless to say, things have changed, 
and not for the better, when it comes to the 
pickpocketing. The Tax Foundation, which 
makes such calculations annually, put this 
year’s “Tax Freedom Day” at April 23. This 
represents the date when those in the Unit- 
ed States collectively have earned enough 
money to pay the year’s total tax bill. In 
essence, you worked the first 113 days this 
year for various tax collectors at the federal, 
state, and local levels. The figure includes 
individual taxes as well as payroll, sales 
and excise, corporate, and property taxes. 

Depending on your locale, the “free- 
dom” day might have been earlier be- 
cause your local purloiners were not quite 
as grasping. In Mississippi, the average 
burden is lowest; as a result, you could 
celebrate on April 5. In Connecticut — on 
the other end of the larceny spectrum — 
your Tax Freedom Day doesn’t come until 
May 21 this year. 

As the foundation reported, during 
2017, Americans are going to pay $3.5 
trillion in federal taxes and $1.6 trillion 
in state and local taxes, for a total bill 
of more than $5.1 trillion, or 31 percent 
of the nation’s in- 


come. Collectively, we will spend more 
on taxes than on food, clothing, and hous- 
ing combined. And were we to include in 
the calculations federal annual borrowing 
— representing future taxes owed — Tax 
Freedom Day would not take place until 
another two weeks later, on May 7. 

As bad as it is, we have had it worse. 
In 2000, at the end of the Clinton admin- 
istration, Tax Freedom Day occurred on 
May |. Over that year, according to the 
Tax Foundation’s figures, Americans paid 
33 percent of their total income in taxes. 
Compare that to 1900: During that year, 
your countrymen paid 5.9 percent of their 
income in taxes, putting “Tax Freedom 
Day” at January 22. Before World War I, 
shortly after the income-tax amendment 
to the Constitution, that notional freedom 
day was still in late January. 

How tax reform might be enacted is 
still being determined as we write, with 
legitimate arguments for taking just the 
business side first or including the lower- 
ing of individual rates and other aspects of 
the tax code. One thing that is not likely 
to change is the opposition of Senate Mi- 
nority Leader Charles Schumer — who is 
very generous, with our money — though 
his excuses against cuts may alter. 

Punitive tax policies 
make life 


Better now? When the federal income tax began in 1913, the tax form and instructions were only 
four pages long, and the highest tax rate was seven percent, levied on people with incomes above 
$500,000 (more than $12 million in today’s dollars). 
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harder for working Americans, cutting 
into their ability to support families and 
educate children as well as to save, invest, 
and plan for the future. And when exorbi- 
tant amounts are going to Uncle Sam and 
the various statehouses, they are not going 
into job creation. Businesses don’t have the 
profits they needed to invest; accordingly, 
they make decisions differently than they 
would otherwise. Growth is hampered. En- 
trepreneurs are less willing to innovate. 

A recent op-ed, written by former eco- 
nomic advisors to candidate Trump, pushed 
for tackling business taxes first. Several key 
points follow, as offered by Steve Forbes, 
Larry Kudlow, Arthur Laffer, and Stephen 
Moore (published in the New York Times 
April 19, in a piece entitled “Why Are Re- 
publicans Making Tax Reform So Hard?”). 
They pointed out that the Trump White 
House and the Treasury already had a tax 
plan available “that we were involved with 
last year.” Here are the “three most impor- 
tant planks,” in their view: 


First, cut the federal corporate and 
small-business highest tax rate to 15 
percent from 35 percent, which is 
now one of the highest corporate tax 
rates in the world. 

Second, allow businesses to im- 
mediately deduct the full cost of 
their capital purchases. Full expens- 
ing of new factories, equipment and 
machinery will jump-start business 
investment, which since 2000 has 
grown at only one-third the rate re- 
corded from 1950 to 2000. 

Third, impose a low tax on the re- 
patriation of foreign profits brought 
back to the United States. This could 
attract more than $2 trillion to these 
shores, raising billions for the Trea- 
sury while creating new jobs and 
adding to the United States’ gross 
domestic product. 


Taxes on individuals certainly deserve re- 
form as well, though the timing on when 
that might be addressed is now being de- 
bated in Washington. The “fairness,” or 
lack thereof, of the code for individuals 
was at the heart of the Huffington Post 


THE NEW AMERICAN ¢ MAY 22, 2017 


SS . 


Wai 


Deemed fair: The top 20 percent of wage-earners in America — those earning an income above 


$147,700 (those solidly middle class and above) — pay 66 percent of federal taxes. Democrats 
say that this is fair because they make most of the money. 


piece cited above, which was written by 
that publication’s White House correspon- 
dent S.V. Date. 

In so doing, Date employed data that 
actually gave ammunition for his oppo- 
nents. The incongruity was picked up by 
John Merline of Investor ’s Business Daily, 
who observed: 


“The tax code,” Date writes, “al- 
ready leans heavily on the country’s 
wealthy.” He cites data from a 2016 
Congressional Budget Office report, 
which finds that the infamous Top 
1% — you know, the folks who don’t 
pay their “fair share” — actually pay 
25% of all federal taxes. 

The top 20%, Date goes on, pay 
69% of all federal taxes. The mid- 
dle 20? They pick up just 9% of the 
tax bill. 

What’s more, Date notes that the 
average federal tax rate has dropped 
significantly for every group over the 
past 30 years — except the wealthy. 


The most recent IRS statistics demonstrate 
this skewing as well, and do so dramati- 
cally — pointing to the fact that virtually 
all federal income taxes (97.3 percent) are 
paid by the top 50 percent; more than two- 
thirds of income taxes are paid for by the 


www. TheNewAmerican.com 


top 10 percent in income; and almost 40 
percent of taxes are paid by the top one 
percent of taxpayers. 

Merline uses CBO statistics. For exam- 
ple, when focusing on income taxes alone, 
he says in Jnvestor’s Business Daily, 


It turns out that the Top 1% paid 
38.3% of all federal income taxes, 
which is nearly double their share 
of 19.6% in 1983. The top 20% paid 
88% of federal income taxes in 2013, 
the CBO data show. 

The bottom 40%, meanwhile, pay 
a negative income tax — meaning 
they get more back in tax credits than 
they pay in income taxes. For the bot- 
tom 20%, their average income tax 
rate in 2013 was -7.2%, according to 
the CBO. 

When confronted with such num- 
bers, some on the left will argue that 
the rich make most of the money, so 
it’s not surprising that they pay most 
of the taxes. Except that the share of 
taxes paid by the top 1% is vastly 
larger than their share of income — 
which was 15% in 2013. 

This is a neat trick pulled off by the 
so-called progressives. First, they’ve 
managed to skew the tax code to the 
point where a tiny fraction of the 


country pays the vast bulk of the tax 
bill, while more than 40% pay noth- 
ing. Then, whenever Republicans talk 
about tax cuts, Democrats scream that 
all the benefits go to the rich. 


The complexity, unfairness, and high bur- 
dens of the codes apply to both business 
and individual taxation in this country. 
Both sides need fixing, whether sequential- 
ly or collectively being a political decision. 

One thing is certain: Regardless of the 
route taken toward tax reform, the big- 
spending Democrats who were so en- 
thused over high marginal taxation rates 
under Barack Obama — policies that dou- 
bled the federal debt and quadrupled the 
public and private debt held by the Federal 
Reserve — will somehow become budget 
“hawks.” At least that will be their appear- 
ance even if limited short-term deficits 
would turn into long-term dividends for 
the economy. 

On one hand is a future where workers 
get to keep more of what they earn and 
businesses flourish. On the other hand is 
the current path — where trillions in taxes 
aren’t enough for the wealth distributors, 
and government debt balloons. According 
to CBO figures, Uncle Sam is currently 
poaching around $20,000 every year from 
the average household. Yet, even with all 
that thieving, the feds ran a $587 billion 
deficit for 2016. 

We’re handing these bills to our kids and 
paying huge interest totals to boot. As those 
deficits accumulate, as a recent CBO report 
observed, debt held by the public is pro- 
jected to jump to 89 percent of the gross do- 
mestic product ($25 trillion) by 2027. “At 
that level, debt held by the public would be 
the largest since 1947 and more than twice 
the average over the past five decades in 
relation to GDP,” notes the report. 

Sure, we could fix the broken tax code 
and make it simpler, flatter, and fairer — 
one that promotes growth, elimination of 
the income tax altogether being the ulti- 
mate goal. But who needs prosperity? 
Fools can see that the more important 
thing is for Chuck Schumer to get a peek 
at Donald Trump’s returns. 

— WILLIAM P. HoaR 
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THE !,\5 WORD 


BY WILLIAM F. JASPER 


stop the “Hate” Hoax Profiteers 


ome questions prompt- y 
S ed by the recent presi- s 

dential election cam- - ORLD'S GREATEST Faxe 
paign — and the ongoing 


campaign of “hating hate”: 


How many “hate crime” aS 
claims must be exposed as POLITICS 

hoaxes before the media stop FAKE News 

reporting every claim imme- 5 ECONOMY 

diately as fact? Do the media =  FAKENEWws 

organizations that breathless- @ vou 

ly, uncritically report every t FAKE NEWs 

“hate crime” ever provide —_— 


even a fraction of the same 
coverage to correcting their 
misinformation after the hate 
hoaxers confess to perpetrat- 
ing the deeds themselves, or 
after they are publicly ex- 
posed and arrested for filing false police reports? Is the United 
States of America really a boiling, roiling cauldron of right-wing 
hate, as the left-wing hate profiteers — the Southern Poverty 
Law Center (SPLC), Anti-Defamation League (ADL), Human 
Rights Campaign (HRC), and Media Matters for America 
(MMfA) — would have us believe? Why, after decades of pro- 
moting “hate crime” fabrications, do these organizations enjoy 
even a shred of credibility with the so-called mainstream media? 
Who profits — politically and economically — by promoting 
this ugly and false vision of America? 

After reading the small sampling below of the many stories 
that prompt these questions, the answers should be obvious: 

On April 21, 2017, police arrested Azhar Hussain, a professor 
at Indiana State University, for fabricating anti-Muslim e-mail 
messages and a claimed physical attack on himself. An exten- 
sive investigation by the university and the Indiana State Police 
determined that the professor had perpetrated the e-mail offens- 
es and invented the attack. He has been charged with felony 
obstruction of justice and misdemeanor harassment. 

On March 23, 2017, members of the cybercrime unit of the 
Israel Police arrested Michael Ron David Kadar in Ashkelon, 
Israel. Kadar, a 19-year-old Jewish resident of Israel with both 
American and Israeli citizenship, has been charged with making 
hundreds (some reports say thousands) of telephone threats di- 
rected at Jews, synagogues, and other Jewish institutions world- 
wide, including hundreds within the United States. 

On March 20, 2017, police in Schenectady, New York, ar- 
rested Andrew King for falsely filing a hate-crime report. The 
previous month, King had appeared on local and national news 
broadcasts, claiming that someone had painted a swastika on 
his house. A police investigation found that King had painted 
the swastika himself, and he has been charged with falsely 
reporting an incident. 
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EWS AND DISINFORMATION 


FAKE NEWS ; 


On March 3, 2017, dis- 
graced liberal journalist Juan 
Thompson was arrested in 

$1.00 connection with eight bomb 
threats made against Jewish 
community centers across 
the country. The 31-year-old 
black man formerly worked 


- = 


BUSINESS _ F 

FAKE NEWS as areporter for online news 
————__ venues The Intercept and 
SCIENCE 

FAKE NEWs Raw Story. 

ee | On December 13, 2016, 
HOAX OF New York City college stu- 
THE DAY 2% dent Yasmin Seweid was ar- 


___ rested for filing a false police 

© report. She claimed three men 

who are Trump supporters at- 

ae tacked her on the subway and 

attempted to pull off her hijab 

while calling her a terrorist. The 18-year-old Seweid, a Muslim, 
later admitted she had made up the story. 

Then there is Justin Lamar Coleman, who identified himself 
as “a very racist white man,” a KKK member, and a Trump 
supporter, in threatening letters to black leaders in Knoxville, 
Tennessee. Turns out Coleman is black. And there’s Taylor Volk, 
a female student at Chicago’s North Park University who self- 
identifies as bisexual. She claimed to be the victim of homopho- 
bic Trump supporters who posted hateful insults on her door. 

The list goes on and on. There have been literally hundreds 
of hate-crime hoaxes that have been uncritically, sensationally 
promoted by the “prestige press,” as can be easily verified by 
an Internet “hate crime” search. In fact there are entire web- 
sites — such as hatecrimehoaxes.com and fakehatecrimes.org 
— dedicated to aggregating stories that expose the fake “hate 
crime epidemic.” 

This MSM mendacity is nothing new; legendary researcher 
Laird Wilcox documented hundreds of similar cases more than 
two decades ago in his authoritative book Crying Wolf: Hate 
Crime Hoaxes in America. The current “fake hate” tsunami by 
the “Fake News” media is merely a continuation of the vicious 
decades-long attacks aimed at smearing, silencing, marginal- 
izing, and criminalizing conservatives, patriots, Christians, het- 
erosexual white males, and all others who oppose the subversive 
agenda announced in 2008 by candidate Barack Obama of “fun- 
damentally transforming the United States of America.” 

Obviously, it would help that agenda if a majority of Ameri- 
cans adopted Hillary Clinton’s view that those of us opposing 
that radical transformation are “a basket of deplorables ... racist, 
sexist, homophobic, xenophobic, Islamaphobic — you name it.” 
Which is why the New York Times, the Washington Post, CNN, 
ABC, NBC, PBS, NPR, and the rest of the Fake News cabal 
continue to furiously fan the Fake Hate flames. Ml 
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Amendment I. Congress shall make no law respecting an 
establishment of religion, or prohibiting the free exercise thereof; or 
abridging the freedom of speech, or of the press; or the right of the 
people peaceably to assemble, and to petition the Government for a 
redress of grievances. 


Amendment II. a well-regulated militia being necessary to 
the security of a free state, the right of the people to Keep and bear 
arms shall not be infringed. 


Amendment TTI. No soldier shall, in time of peace, be 
quartered in any house, without the consent of the owner, nor in 
time of war, but in a manner to be prescribed by law. 


Amendment I V, The right of the people to be secure in their 
persons, houses, papers, and effects against unreasonable searches 
and seizures shall not be violated, and no warrants shall issue, 
but upon probable cause, supported by oath or affirmation, and 
particularly describing the place to be searched, and the persons or 
things to be seized. 


Amendment V, No person shall be held to answer for a 
capital, or otherwise infamous crime, unless on a presentment or 
indictment of a grand jury, except in cases arising in the land or 
naval forces, or in the militia, when in actual service in time of war 
or public danger; nor shall any person be subject for the same offense 
to be twice put in jeopardy of life or limb; nor shall be compelled in 
any criminal case to be a witness against himself, nor be deprived of 


life, liberty, or property, without due process of law; nor shall private 
property be taken for public use, without just compensation. 


Amendment VI « In all criminal prosecutions the accused 
shall enjoy the right to a speedy and public trial, by an impartial 
jury of the state and district wherein the crime shall have been 
committed, which district shall have been previously ascertained by 
law, and to be informed of the nature and cause of the accusation; 
to be confronted with the witnesses against him; to have compulsory 
process for obtain-ing witnesses in his favor, and to have the 
assistance of counsel for his defense. 


Amendment VII. im suits at common law, where the 
value in controversy shall exceed twenty dollars, the right of trial by 
jury shall be preserved, and no fact tried by a jury shall be otherwise 
re-examined in any court of the United States, than according to the 
rules of the common law. 


Amendment VI Tl. Excessive bail shall not be required, nor 


excessive fines imposed, nor cruel and unusual punishments inflicted. 


Amendment IX. The enumeration in the Constitution, 
of certain rights, shall not be construed to deny or disparage others 
retained by the people. 


Amendment X. the powers not delegated to the United 
States by the Constitution, nor prohibited by it to the states, are 
reserved to the states respectively, or to the people. 
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